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qiftl*q 1^ TON 

(mfbpq f^TTFl) 

n* wiPfaiKn) 

^ 22 fcuww, 2003 

<t>lR^II ^RT3U ^ Tfsftcfcf 

f^tTq to?(441^*j) £ anJJidi *rc Hic-i'Mt ti'4taff ^St 

^ITxl - SlfclW I 

14/43/2002-^Ntn^t.- 1995 *T W 3#Pm, 

1975 m\ (qrfcr <Rg3ft ^ w hiciM w 

3] j chc PT ^ 'Hil^OT 3?fc srfcf-Pitik^) 1995 E2JFT 4 

gj. irf^n f * * 

1 ^pfteTT Pl**lfciR£cT yft>2JT 3PFTT5 ^ c : ~ 

i) Vj4>*U^ iftoj vJcMKcJJ - *0 ^ffeTOT folPft's(^^oi), ^4 £*TCT 

vhiflgfc f ( 44^*0 cf^TT (44)^W*0 ^ 

3TPTI# *R £faf> srfSrf^PT, 1995 ^ cf^T ft "11^ 21 ^T^T, 2000 

eft 3]ft^x HT m 28/1/99-#^# s[RT PlW^rRW MieHlM ^ cFTHf 
vjtt^ RwiRst ^5t ! 
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ii) 4o srf«5*! pro foiRref, gsf % k> aro fk), gjrfkT 

gSt 3 ?r % OTfkr 4o <&iM sri s>rf ^ Rrofa afR f*r 
^Tci 3> ansaj? # 4o srt Rrafa ftR ^ 

RR’tR tf «rfcT 3> 3TRRT S>r 3?R 'tfcf'M'Wl, HRI5RT: Sf 

ffkr gRtr p fo> g> nR$w irjt afir s> 3k a>if 3t »Run^ct> #1 
t, i 3t 4* trt w toM aft 3 tr*t <jr% s>r sifter four 

11 


iii) 4o <?RRft srt scfcft nRRfeifcUfi g> qRia wri g> stteir *r Rrf^ 
snfSwft ^ tRq?(mflHR) aiHiRRm, 1995 afR #nr%? 5 > £fk> 

(mfecl trpfH, v^T W HTdH&ft 35T 3l l <hcH XfS RUfOT 

afR sifcr-fkRR) pRwidcft, 1995 3 > bsb fcrrai 21 sprb, 2000 a§t 

3ff§RJEp?T RO 28/1/99-#4R4t gRT 3rf%B P)tg>tfi $> 3RJ*R0T *1 Rf^ BIR 
*R R»nTT Tfqr eft ^ffelT 3IRB 3>t I 

jv) % 27 feRfq; 2002 <ft ^ ^rr Rift g>t ffcRr brb $ 

<r-jmi, aRiraRoi *r sraRki f^zrr w sri g>lfkT r^.br. % 
I^tjb (Tjafrefrr MRk ^ crit 4fl4) ^ ($ftRk M^I-i fkpr *rs) 
3 * ammfr *r w-M ^5 a>t qkterr 3 > m *r qreqM wa ank g?r 
T(t 1 


v) R f^r ■bi-JmPi* ^ai gR sftr qnft urt PkWi (Rsr3> 

kR JIlRwranlf SRI BqoISJ gRP? R afR ijel vSfM R WnPlBT 3ft «ft) 
irit jRtrfRwfr gft 3 Brt^ar a 5 t afR Rum 6(2) ^ anpiR amR-arRr 
f^R fclfefl ^ g>T 3RW JRR RrTT I 

vi) 5nRra>Rt ^ to g> f’MRB/t'fRB ^ ^ urn arrara^i ^1 
^t4rRToF> ^tHT ^-Xjgj nRr 3fR ^ S>t BRte % tllcfl-H fM 
^ ’fRR 3 tc%-ot% f^aR fcrf^B if ^r af^r 1 

vii) inf^Rt % 5^ip5 qsrcfjRr ^rh srrr jrr f^nn % % 24 

yjn, 2003 g>r 3pRr-3rRr ft^R qw # jRp gR 1 ^r % 
3rR-3tc% fcRTR y>^d*di qnft u«i<w4 R aifkr f^jr w % % Btfea? 
wr R iRgn 3TcRi-3nRr f^rRt ^ fRtei RRsa srr gR i fa qsra^R 
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*f!> ■HcfTi? 3t df <f ftM 4«<*>i'Jl 1RT ii'tgd P)di'$l d>t jrfcTdT "Haiilci 
d^afRdd xr anpt-OT% *3x*3d, dft d>r£ #, aim d$ l 

viii) ftdd 6(2) ^ si^ir; dii3« $d ^ df ftccft R^d <jdidid d>r ^id aiR*r 

fox? xsrr% <# Mm x p ift 3t df cjfRxjd^r aig^id foil 3R%£d a> 

P l d1dd»i/ddlldd> i d?t Id lid d§t dcITS t t PrafRd dddTdfa d> xfitcR 
MiMIdcf t dd Hegdd #1 xj I dd Pidfcwl d>f $Xjf xR dd difa<W ddT 
dy T Tdc f t d>t xrgv-xrgj Hid Pldtdd>i/ddlldd>T d?t djSt ’ft ddd ^cTTdRT 

dtr %St d| «St 1 

ix) ftdd 6(4) $ 3FJdR dRd xf t'fMtxnr ^ Pi~i(ciRsa HTd 

ftdfddjt/3 Ud l d*AldW/dxM I <d > dtl xjd? JRdldcft df fad* ®***'&> 

vHH<t> i f i dna*i iRFt d5?r ddT: 

• *0 did sliced 

• *0 jjft d* gfedT fcTO 

• *0 and^d Plf$l<*>ldl d>0 fcTO 

• *0 xxgdtd #IM fcTO, *id<Md 

• *0 did tf>Pi<Pod "-did 

• *0 xjdSTRxjxp ^ndf 

• *0 3rM dTddf 

• *0 R«Pi*d cid* fcTu, 

• *0 dfl^T jvJtP l dRd dk) Mt-Idd-H fcTO 

X) SlfcT dtitft 3TRtR dd vj|Md>lf t tftcj dtfTd * dWt df fa* JR^d dR fad 
w 1 jnfedd^ ^ at^ dd dmiTdfSr drai? afR airff idi 4t 1 

xi) mfagi* * wnd ^cj, dtitn - *0 ^.an^.xjcf. * xrffcR * faf> xr dim 
dft I 

xii) *0 <fdM dT fafad xr aifaPlM d* Tfd> del * *0 d*M d> Pl'lfta 
cbldVcTd ddl *ddR«TcT dd ^td fadT I 
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xiii) % fafiM gsrgjRr sri jRgci gram gg argjmftg am 

Hll£l<w3 SRI 35TCPT 'Hl4vj|P|ct) ihl^el # WI 4 gg 3fR $T#g> 

gam# g> PR^R ^ggg ggr ! 

xiv) gigpg gg gt '*4t<£d #3i Rr3F#('ftwft) gi ansiR m? gRg *r gg«f gier 
s5t arg^H vwm eirgg gag ftftgfar i?g ftsft cifiw g?t wit g#r afR 
g? cm Ig cmra gig gft mm meg mf5n gft germ *r mg gRr 
mr mggM ^em ^ gsfrg ml afir g>r ggro g#r g> ggfcr 
#rgr ! 

(xv) gg ait£rgggi ir *** gig ir gggg> gggrRi srt gtmfrg aimR tr jrrgcr 
gigm# i afR mfagiRr % Pragra# # ggg grit gg Rwr fegr ! 

xvi) g? grrg i artRi, 2001 % 30 fad<R 2002 gm gSt araRr # f#j 11 

xvii) gg^gg ftggraeft g> f%gg ie s> arjgR ?g Pnmgf # f#r g# gg 
aiTgggm gafr/amiR gg «§erigi wfi pgm ggigsRr g>r Rgigr 21 gg*3R 
2003 g>r farm w afR gg mr nra fcmf& i rii (8 ftgmr; 2003) g? 4t gg 
Pramt ir ftfagg ftgR Rim ggr t I 

xix) gf#g gg jntrg fog gg_ 

toM gem 
^tfteftg rWteftg fojg *mg, 

^<*<6 T TTcT 

faMg fofrRRr ^gg 
miRiii fooffog gio foo 
mtRm aig.gg./gfeg gJrfan, gg^ tg 
Prfoe nrfopRi 

3ig.gr. (1 3ig.gr. = 48.17 go 
1 3rg.gr. =t. 1280.23) 
grgargfa 

|gfo<Hgi rjRrgtf foo 


TfH# 

fftSRg 

f4Rg 

g^lRgi 

jnfirmRt 

g’lafrarrf 
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^Pratf fcift%3 TppiiRr *&?}; wrrea> 
fafo# $0 

Mcfta *sra) 

afrr | » MI»m(i E frc fP t nWcfl-1 laq) ^ 
ararait ^ # Pifae hiPi<w$I a>t sri^nr 

Pra>$ 3jt^jW *K) 28/1/99-tFlHt, 
teli<»> 28/1/99 

gJrffcn uR.’M. % $ftipr(ii«ftcta jfpMPr ^ gsn 
441^ 1 ^*1 (ifrfleiH MefH fapT ^ ^«rara^ 
*raar *r mfeg> rft aft me+&fl arisr m 28/1/99-ij#&, 
f^rra> 21 anrer, 2000. 

XX. Tcf q>1 fgjgg (28/1/199fr4Mfc3Q 

1) ^rPTefT 20.5.1998 5>T 3J*> faniT *TOT I 

2) jrrcPra> Pra>$ 23 2000 a>r «firqj^r four tot 1 

3) 3 hRw ^j a$t #rt ajPnjroi (70/2000) fcrra> 19 *r£ 2000 1 

4) aiPm v3ira Piwf 21 apmr, 2000 <f>r arPnjfcra ftniT tot I 

5) qrerM ^c?p #*n^5^ (122/2000) fcro> 27 2000 grcr 

arH^ra 1 

6) «ira arafir 1 ai$cr. 1998 30 1999 to> (15 *ilfl) 

7) PWfftd *R«f tfpRT; 

35) 4o ^#4t - 3PT.3T. 2445 %H<9 

^) aro - anr.^r. 2461 4)^ 

3) 4o to*(Pt - anr.^r. 2433 4fc?*i€l 

8) sftcj, ^sfr«T: $0 ^PihvS f?to 

9) Profcra>; 

4o tfrc ftfrr gso foo, a>rf^n ^.tot. 

^j) 4o g>*ipl ^cpftqjci 350 fcio, <t>tQ<ii tsr.to 


arPm Pro>$ 


*JST dNcM/'dld; 
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3) 4 o ffsrf to fk), 35 tfkr 33.33. 

g) 4o 35rfkr <pr?r frfofrr. 3>rfki 33 . 33 . 

3.) 4o xraRtnr ^ fi r cP c t |s^r?Rcr 3f4#sr fk), st*rak 


15. 1.3f(3[33>i/H3)<MI3ff £ 

3>) TJ35313 tftcj 33IT335 34 Wit 3lfagft3 % 3frf 33lfcf€t 38n3(4fSl3 

3^f t I 

gsfrg 3Ti^ft3T5er ftf^rnfaraff gra 3f4fkr 44V!)'f*( i> f^t3 its 34 
333| (srrar ^fs^nr i*r$ 4kfk??R) 3 >t 34 34 fkfcr 4 gff % I wtt 

^53> 33 3(4 $ 3334 3cMI<tt-3PRT 33 3f t 3ffc 4 3P3^)3 313FTC if 
afk^gf 3^f 353 3i35cr t i 3rf%3 ji*fi<*iwff 34 4t tjc35 3> 35m 

FFf emT I 

3) S4c| 3?fl3 34 §4 ftfatff 3v 35TC3 if #- 

g§g# 3 nrai 3 , gfkn Hsus T 3 #? ger Ikpf 3333 l 

3) 3irfkr 3* 44) j)3H 34 3Wf tftoj, ggfrg 34 3Wr 34 ^ePTT if 10 % 15% 
335 341(35 34t t I 3T3: 35OT3f3> 333 35T 3>ff 3I13R 3^f 333T % I 

3.) 34ft3T if <$33 4) 33TT335 t 3fft 3?f $ ft0c( 4 33f 3> 4(33 3>T# 4t 

fkrf3 3$f §3TT t I 

3) fklffk 3T33M 3J535 3?) 334 3433 3gfcT 3# 33T 3fkf 3ff t I 

Bl) g4c| 3SfT3 40 5?^34f3fr SI3 3(4fkT 44)^3 3* 34) M 351 33(133 3$f 
35? ??( 4 I 3T3-. 34) M 3? HIcMM ^c35 35T ^3T 3Hf3 S3#T 3 Jt4(1%3 

34f t I 

3) 40 Cjli^sfr gRT 3TC-3TC 33f3tt 331 3(435 kgf $> 3T3v$3 40 ^33|(Jc7 

44)'4W3 3> f4%3 f(3 f4*R(d 3ff 357 335 t I 
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Mitten (ft«wui-aw $ vsfara anaraaft a> fan* 

arfw ?fan aa? f^Ka 

gj) 1 cttlfcrrf fft*rid<t> f4 j m 4 aaf ^ 4 Wm aftf anara aff faj arcr £ 1ara: 
Piataa* a? warar war m<rn%& ^jca> an$ wtr aj^far aar fan 
sfrtxRq^ £ i 

<g) aftoj vjefni aw yfciPilftca ^aw vjdiw* srf faar anar # fftrct aanfanat 
g>r ana nra # afrr fftnft 3a>^f «Md*frt <j«t><i>l aft qft*td a? *><w(5i<i>i 3 
aw ana mm# l 

^gfta aft ?rfft gfR (ftirt«a> fta aft ywmn cit*id ^ 4ta qft4 ’ft 
4>Rim<an> afar mif 11 

2. fftalddft a> R4R- 

i) fani anft nwa>tff a> afar ft <ttMjttHigana ftraftta aar arfiaftta fart *rtr 
ifW^I 

ii) 'til<5u|Pl<T> '{J'lqil fatft ftt Pl«q>4 aT M6<?) 3nai(«ia (ft I 

iii) fto faftaft aw aftna <nfaft naga a>aft an wfftann ajaffar 11 

iv) atfa^r a> ftfafta anft afaft nfft PTwwft % ^j4 fto aoft'tfl aft ft ftt am? l 

v) mtftan ft Tjasfaft fa wn a>aft aiaftt n^fft aw ajatran fto faftaft aft ara 

ft l ^ 

vi) mtftan ft fto faftaft aft fat aiaft erfft fa fartaa afaft araa anfan anaaft 

aw 'H<t>cH na>a asft l 

vii) fafaa ft fa.^.fa. ar®5 tfam/ffafaFT (?arfa aia fa.f.fa.) aw "xfasn 
jnaftT ftpm far , Mlda P>ia? a«n fftataa> t afla fa arofta arana 
tony faffa aw faftfftfft ftfaa 11 

viii) ftaaftn *ft(4ci faffta>ar yfti<ii 4Rifft>a> (?arfa ara fajaaftfat) fa 

4 nk 1 fa fcR (ftwicftn ar^ a^ ( 5 ^a> aia fft-tacftn) aw 

11 


& S 
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ix) ftRftqft ft anftg/siffa qg granft ft fctq ftftftt, tqqfttqft gft 
fftgeiftR gq grcrgq rfarr ^n^rr# g^gr % \ 

x) ftftftt, ftfft gT^s ft jftftqq gq gg rre q ggr 1ft# g?qgT % l 

xi) gftsrr W3 araffcr ft #tr ctsit v$q, 1998 % q?ft # arafir ft ft.ft.#. 
srt # ftrt ft fftftg qft fftq qq i 

xii) ftftft # gft fftlftgi, git ft gftcj, gran? ft ft arggT gftg ft# # fftgfa, 
gTftsn urig-arafft ft ft?R arm snqrc ftftgr ft ft i 

xiii) ft*c| gftft # IftRft <jiwftg>' a# # atreigq gft % i 

xiv) gftt qraq gif^R qft t, 3R: gftt chKuiic^* ftftg ft qft fc i 

xv) t&'Mr ^rt qrgq # gRraqr aftq gfft-qftsrar # gnq i 

xvi) ftftft ^rt gftcj giift # gftt gift qft ff l 

xvii) qrftarr wg-arafft ft ftqq ftMqq ft fftwieiR otr gq fftgfa g>iRgi ft 
tiinw ^g ft gqraq arggT ggft arfftg> 3fR fftfftg jnfirasi® srt ^ct vsrm 
ft ftgq P r ftfcd ft# gftqg (ftq-qraq fttantftP ftfag) % arfftg. ftftR qq 
fMI I 

xviii) R'tacfH gr°^ ft ftftftqq gg qgg ’jpg ararfftgqft gftqg (g^ gsfR ft 
qqanfft) ft ft arfftg? sjt l 

xix) tftcj; gftR # ft# gftqg qrftsrT #3 sraft ft #tr qq ant ft ft arf§ra> 
Rft l 

xx) gftj gftR # gfft, gft g^it ft, gftftn gR.-»m. ft fq ftgfft ft ?gq 
gqqftr ft ft I 

xxi) gft ft ftgfoor ftgft qft 3nftg> g?Rftt ftt mfagqft ?rt araqg ’jegigR 
fftgT grRT grUq aftr gqft qtftmq qg^q ftggn-gg ft qgqflR fftq gnqi 

xxii) qfg ijfg qq atraiRd wtt ^og> cRRT gq^qq ftg 11 

xxiii)ftwn ft fftn nfg ^ # Wft ft ftftnRRgw msg mftR ft aiftftgg 

wgftft ^?g> cftRT l 

xxiv) fftftr ft ftftft fgr gq angrfftr qraqftft ^cg> crrt gq^g ft ggg aftg 
ti 

xxv) qiftgqft gft qg^q ftgqg-qg ft fftq jrn<r angR-aftg5ft ft ftR gft 
qrfftgqft ^rt qgqfftg g^qfftr wq i 

xxvi) qrfftgqft irt qRfftg> Rftsn fftra^ft gft qgftlR iftgr qnq i 


pTm—•i] 
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xxvii) srt ^r»frsTT arm vsn^r arfSrcj^n gSt •% 12 

Ti^Ht g>t arafa 3 > ^tto % WeT 3rf%*T Pi^ql g>r ^rftraf %gT 
^1 

xxviii) “tfcfKft w cmw gtj wi 3R % ^ fo 1 ? «rnj afr? 

ftWRT: cT«IT ftRft ^ STN^T S> t ftfe: yil^cCT^ f*T 

g* rrg^r t g>rt^JiT yR.w %jrq arrajtr aft? *ftc| g>r 
ft as# $ ctfrt 4,KU|i^cf. t ^ f^rf^r ?^Rr apyter t 
#rojog> 4 ft Frerae s> gf5Ror <T§g pg 3 ant ffarre g> ai^w & 
gffag /tft g^r faster gft wn? 1 ^mr amt g? ^fr 3jptg ^tt gvjct 
wr ftRx: hiRi<*>iQ g? tfr hih 3 ^ % pr mJA vr airaiRd greg^reft 
ggrg g> tg g^% g> wi *fr jnfagg^t pr gsg g>r 
• ^ ?zng % ^ ^rftaT aira-aigfa g> tregra ■{ ftgp pfr *r 5% g>t aft? 
3?%P f^Rige «Tt t 3^ g5fag 3 g? ift EgRT W yfFT 

farter gtf ang frreir % tt ftwrfei % g? mRuih f^ra>or 

% ggpr gg 3RcT f? wg gifag % 3lfS[g> ^c3> cFTT w<? r 

gg?gg f^ranrar-^rsr g> «n$ ^ grora ftgfag> ^ ftwR: 

1. '3gg?gg> gsqf gg spiral gg jnfaggft 4ff ■iHykii gttgg gft afrc % 
g>? ferr ggr t% fagg? 24 vjg, 2003 g>r ft gpfaftg? gggit 3 gff^g 
g$r al l 3T?T: f¥^r mi!^ 4 >i^I pr ^rart ^ Jf^r ^ % araw t l 

g? gg%t W Rirawr ?r«ft t, ara: Pi^<g t ft> w w PiylRa 
ggpr t % yft oorf^r g5t ^it t, itt an^?r wft 

gw g>it 3 trt oqf$g P5fit g5t ^ggit g> f%^n g>it an^r t ^ra^rr 
t 1 ^ ^iwctt ^rr t ?fr ?gRT f%^r t f^> an^ra> ciszfr gg ^prmr 
ai^RT % f^rm ^nir t afk ^nr uifeggt ^rtCT ??t ^rraer g> 
g«3it cgRtHra wr % 3T3W ^tt 11 . 

2. ’ grrer-argl^ 3 ^r, 2001 3 r 1 %cm, 2002 ^ t 1 pr arafSr ^Rft 

#ni ! gcg ? ^rtf aft? % pr jr 5 r ^ 

3WcT, 2001 % 2002 era? - 35% 

grt, 2002 ^ f^cm, 2002 era? - 30% 
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Hlftgnft gRT 3> fcHT 

arraRdRd t 1 


Prafa ^ PiEikui %g irggtT 


5. wd g> # Prfae jnPra>i% 3 > ncRF Pr^ ; 

■» ?a. aPr grr cwi dcRT t ; 

*!.-'• RT^ft # RcT Pp*g4; 

ET. II 11^ l .1 3> ddR # dcRT P|tsqf>T$; 

<blRm % aifradq i gw gWf g> tHet # RcRf Pi'^ffi 

g>pRT <4T«f/4>t»rd d> TOR # RoRT PTO>«f, ,J 

w. aPr dai g> fw if r^rt Pi'**>'?£ 

vir. d> 5R5 d> d> pTOfa #T TO*Jt 

<f>N u llcH<f> ?m <Rt TfeRT ^nfocT dRdT ; 

IT. faRft qM'Wl ^cd> qft cPTT% ^ WrT; 

6. * ftdi ijsfag $ BdRT agfor t fcj> mroM TORff TO^t g>tt ^ PwrPa 

PinPiRatf iR 3l|EllRd & 9 

g>. d5pRT >R aiRlPd TOtf <£Prt' 

$pd> g>t PrafPa PiRdd g?’ 

* pRcPpR BdRF Pfad t % g>f<ft ai°3 d> q§t ^frrft gRT f^T 

qidd g>if rtsr dff t, g>r$ •wwai* w wiPRr g# t afft 5 ^ 

3RTOT, eRcJ dsftd d>T 3PR g5RWr % apT ?t ^ t afft uRuiH-MWI. 
gtfRft g> f^T 7(xr tnddM dqrat gft ^rRt ^ ^tpi gfif 

3rra?U^dT t d«JT 5 t? 3R$ dlW ct f^TTT Rdf l' 

nldcri) srt ara 

qaj I dP l TT%TT PraW ifo <fcMt cWT q r Pfd>ra>d1 ^ 3Tg%ET <R fff sft I 
<IHH ^T, tridd dlf«R, t»§W WTT, JTlPra^ 3> filMW, 3TRncT-3ITd5# 

^ ^fld g>T 'HIHI'd/ 4 hM*f)i| if ^cTRTT fodT RdT I JllPlcbl^ dtd dRdT t f^ 
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cTBJT Pl^ldcfr % v^<i> cTPTcf 3 ii<p^l 3 n 4 >^f <$t 

TOrra afia ftata H# aira^r <fc wagm $ w?gm agf fawn l gifagagarf <ren 
'FSarfagj *r aftaj; amgr ffafa ftf&gf aa awgY'jja ^r atgtft g^ arigj^r jrpt 

fear i $ wargYsta araaMr lYmM % ftaa 6(8) grer aa^ra cwzfr $ 

assma aa aa i 


srgsea ftgaor-ws # wa^aa % am gftaat am asaigYsfa-srig*^ 

vJe^S ftai fe# gnS g$t tjfe % 3r*% aT5T % HlRj<Pl3 gRT 'JRT g> 4t^FT 3<3l^i 

m>- feF^sft gg alt Bf mar t i 

3 . a^aj ^nsft»i g> ftma: 

i) g> mgs# w# am tj$ f$af?r a# gaift f gwifa 

ftftgY<g mrnfta Ps-w am f% 8 tfeg> a«R? mftci f l ^o sn^ftmfqar 
-<r, gfar-mgsp artgam 3 rf?rg> aYt 11 foaj, aatff ^gar gg$ 
(aVgr^igr am gguscw g?r ^psgR), ^af, aYagaar, famaaroriga 3lta 
gggfta ■& argf&a a#ias a?cr t ! 


ii) g^m % anrna ajaag at 3tfag> ijsg ga f? 11 . 

iii) ?W 4 ffe gaxr mar g?t anaa *t <[fe afta stmt: mftm aft 
tjgftm ir ft t I 

iv) m«£ 'aefFi swat as g>*t aaa aa smata g>aaT a?r t ggtfY>' Tjata: fto 

% gnft mas gft arfe ft.g>nSHi 4 aft t l ftag, Y&fcr ft waYa 
aw % % snfftYftgat g> Pivflgma g> araagaw ajma fjrr 11 

v) gftftm g>r ftft garret g* wiaa ga sfagiar asr t gfR ara w^ar gR^r ga 
w? 3 r) aff t afej aatra g^r g^if sftr aff ig % I 

vi) a^cj vjaSa ^ am 'efej ata g^r 'ja gR% g5t aaYa sraaT am aYaar t I 
fag* astr i Rga , g^t saw #at % %-wtf^a amnat as wfrgaT aafra g>r 

g§t f%gfa anarrt ^Prfaaa t i 
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[Fart I—Ssc. ij 


vii) g>r arrarnr srt f^Prcr ^ 

fft?^ qftfftgr % Rjqqq % 3tfirq> qftqg tr ?rgg Prafe sfra? v?r t! 

viii) Prafag>/3rrarag> §rt ^iftq§ arftroftPi sth^ qiq? q# qft *rf f ! 

ix) michMI 5 jeg> ftPnft??T-iftPre: t ^nt f ftPpiEt ft. Pr?,% stort ftl $ 

x) fflfcT <r>iy<r>t q? ft?r jftfftre q> srraR q? fftgR fft>q? rht q#H q fqs 

•'*** ~ PiqW PPltq q? 3TTOR q? i 

xi) 3 T«rfcRPT$ qftro % arfftq? ?q? tr f^pqter f?r qra m qft| jrm q# t fft? 

'3trt 3?qpr q> qqqrq srfft arsqgr 5 # qft aireigq qfft t i 

xii) ft?Rl q> iff tff srt jtctJct 3Tem-^icrfT qft qnrqr ftarr aftPicq sw | 
3ft? PiRoe jnf&q>Pt qq ftpjqr aftfaeg arftq? qmgft ft qrqftta ftfareft 
qqq> ftp <rimt 11 

xiii) 5T5R wr ft ?pgft qq 3iq5q qRqr qRq ft qiqfttg ftPire irt t&> fftqtpi-i 

qTpjq f I 

xiv) wiidfc *fttar $ mid ft qftf ft! gpf*ra> sim sn% q§ qq w tl 

xv) Tprar^ftt q? amuPct fftRft ftqft qftqq ft ft PRrcre qRqr 

aftPiRiTjft cRTT gsftf%?r t I 


xvi) f'Mr? qft cMiP)<i( qsq fts qfcRsnqftftT f I qq jRftq? fqftrftrrT 

qft qq>d qR Rqqq ^ fftRTft q? aftTRPqoTwJ qq % aftpT qRsr 
qq vMiqq qR qq? I fft?g qfttqqT \ 3 aYq qq iv^jj .jqqrq f % qg 
fftfftjftcTT PPlte <ft fftPpftur qft T%5q qRc?T t I. 

xvii) ft qTfftqqft qft 3Ppr qqft-Ppsqqq ft ?pjR <ft ftftq- ft qqfe 
?nqq fftRJT t fftRift vj*w gqft-Pnqrqq qft ftiRrat qrrfftgr % rsjft: 




[ MFT I-W 1 ] 




13 


?gft fftTP «fcf ®ftf §ft ft I «fcT 3Wg? SrtcT gft 3TIW g® JR?BJ 
gftfftn % gr®g aragr ®?raft atmgg gg ftrar t! 

xviii) ®m ft *rtt sgw sftgai (an?? ftfegi we tm&n ftfttftwi) W 
®®ng gft ®? c raa i % ?fcj«® ft aft? grai? ft 70 ft ft? artira> gra msj 
4 ft 4 ftra g? wa Iftrara g^ar ft1 

xix) ftftfttgg gg gtift ftt fftftgfai toi ft® gftf r« t aft? ft!# ft! ft® arcft 
gftg ft* fftM g#f % l g® fftspg g®r ggrai ftr ?r"-ar t gft anftftgrpf 
atggftfti ft aifftg gftftr ft arj^r ®t®r ft1 fftwsnftt gpsn? ft ®*ra®r 
ftfttfttqgft 150 ft arfftgr ft® pr arrera ft ??reg ft 1 

xx) \ arc# w !<??! fftft gft fftft® gft gftq® q? -r§ fftw? mj t aft? ft 
yfftftifti ftfaft q? fft? qq ft 1 g? ?a? fftftfe gspjg ft fft gifftgggntf 
srcr fft? g? fftqfa gft gftgft meaftft! gft ft fftgfaq ft ®q$g® q#f ft i 

xxi) vjgftq ft fftrftt *n® graft® wftftt ftfift grift ftwr ftffta>e? fto 
im fft? g? gift!! graft#! aft arftgg ftp? t 1 

xxii) fto ftjgfttaft gg ^ ag# pt ir® tftfftfftg ®gftg ft# ft? fftaffta tag® m 
ftcfftt ?®r ft1 

xxiii) greaftftr gftm ft fftftr ft ft® gft praT gift gff t gftSft #*M?q aft 
3itffte$g ?pft3g sr?r ft® q#f fftgr w ft ftmfft anr g?§ ft wit ftft 
???ftOT? qgag? ftftan?, anfft ft fftftT w ft l tftftfg ft 150 ft ariSra? 
ft® aidfttflq ?®? q? ft aft? pftg? fftfftft®T gg aprar arera ^qftg? 
g?g ftrar ft fftraft % aprft ft#! ft grT-arc ?tftra® g>?ft ?sft ft 1 a® w 
w ft fft qragftft ^g> ft ^fftgr ft®-gR wi gnft ft ftftgmwwr ftgcr 
ftftr ft H i g/ft-Ki i ggc?g>? ^$g? ^uth ?g> ww 1 

xxiv) ??r graft ft ft ftftft gra® gTft Iftfftftm fto ftftftt gftt wgg? 

ft ftr fftgim fftfftfft® ®®ng ftr fftgt®g> ftqftr gft ftiT ft ftr ggft ft ftftt# 
gg ?g? g?wjft ftg?-«n?g5 g® ggr ft 1 














1] 
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" g? Rfagg 1 fa? Tfganttf gg anwfar gfa>f gfag * gffrogow gw g>ro 
eng 3 w wn efag t i grof g»fag egrw gi efag wu gefrfag arrg srra 
g?fa cfc anwg m gnfag tfat t I <ffarej ^ g > *f g*r»e g># g>gir % fafae nrfags# 
SRr >refr»T ^ far? efag wm gsfafag ang aft argsiw g»^t t> arrwg m fw 
ttW t I s ...........:.. 

’ fa gfcro gigw t fa> gw to gg gpro gw g>g fagr wig % ;»cgg~grag 
^jcw cWht 3Higggg> t ggffai gftw^p5g> if forage ant 11 g? gngg’fafigg 11% 
^5: if #w sjeg> # gsfa tfa ^> gggw g>4t wfa g>t grog ffe g>g ti ro? i 
MRg^g gjcg> gg Mn gr gf fawfgg> g> grow ^sg 3> arm gg aisro ^ 
esfw gff ajafarortf <^rar ^ snwg gg faro rog faw<w gfiwgjcgj gf gvs| c)w- 

q>il ^61 6 ktl ? I. 

* grofrg fafa i e mfa r <p Rf gir gg grfgw row t fa> g? nror wfaw g> ggrof 
• srggf egt^r gw gfar gg ^«g> wit ^ vtwfa> gieg^it faggracft gff ww 

4(1) (g)^ w^ >ngqw faro ggi 11'. 

* gggwrg 3i^|g t fa> ^g> gregwifaw 3> ggigg grf% gg cwro ro? i’. 

fafatg wfaro^ ism wf^wa gw % gfawfag? gw^t gff arrorosw 

fagfero gSt fawfargf * wig 3 * rogron gazff gg w gpriwi gg fafa*e 
mlSrotfl wt %g *jro gfagg gif afrg gf faro ggi % git fagig> 24 ^g. 2003 git 
OTgffaw wfawfa w ^§ggr| if agfgfeRt atf $. aro gg fafae JiftVfgft gglgg eg 
^gg gi f ^ tr^s ggil % grow g^f f I ^fa> g? g^rfaff fafagwq t ate: fafagg t 
fa) ggi gg> ggggi gg^g t gft wfag fa5# gwci ^ggi? t g@ 
3jfa?r £ grow t sffa g>l^ atw wfag ^rgf ggfr ^gg(| faw faw girt atfa?T 
gtf ^ grow t I gfa gprai irw t # wgg faggg t aro?gw waif, gg 
arfgfa % faro ggrtaftgw? fafae sifawit mm w gwct <$ 
gsgf % afggg gtf f 1' wfawRf wr fa»fg t fa* 

^ gftw^ c g> tfaf> (gifag gggart gfa ggwg, eg g? ur?gM ^cw gg srtg^rg 
tjg gfapr aflg afa gg fagfen) fagwg^i, 1995 if ggwtt gir w «i'f gt 
gfag if gilt ec^a gtf t (fagg 6(6)*) 1 
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[PartI—Sec. 1] 


*a) w w w«Ri«ki ter t te ite P i -u*»<icft *nr arftrrc tetter after 

3^ 3PJ^ 3>^ f<r teP 3$ cT3> 3# telT 3fT WJ53T I ^ET pRPfMeft if 

3? mastR $ fte tet te?3 fater to if jrc§?r a>? te te l 

3) wWt 3> tea 6(6) if dfwlted W*3 tePT 3> 3TerT3T 

rtewfl gre tetet* ^rarf 3> te3 dre wft agot wnteit 3 rf w 

W3J 'Scot<9 Pt>3i W f^> *i)Raq> Pt<k*i loPT teft Milti^iRiTl 

greater WT if te«M ter te? KIPT if w re te I r 

3 . 


3)^31 tewi if PHlyuJh dc3l3 SffcPI R|t*ql ^5 ^te 3 if tester ddl l d 

te^Ri tewr 3> spprrc a>itefi H> ^oT ararar 3gr % tetter jflite/ ffite ti 
ddTW teROf I^r 33TT3 <£ 31^3 313 % 3)j>HR 3^f t tete ffB3? | 
v3dri33>/tetd3> 5RT te33 ftef vTRfT t I 


te ten w t te terete rearg 3 ?f agcin 53 reqf if ernj 

ftente 3> citete 3>f 3^ t i 


3? »ft te teT 33T tte ariteraret % fteRra tec? tete 33 3rr 3tf 
t te%> tert terctf % ftete/^tte 33 ywM tet wit if ten 11 


wlteR) 35T tte 3(1) 3 > 3 g 3 rrtete fteraf if ter 33 tetef 33 rw 
*<«i % te 3 ? te 3 >wt ^ te 3 ? terte 27.8.99 3>t «ira aftejrerr 
tet^cgr te 3539T: 4002.70 cRTT 4002.99 te dgd gtejKf |tete 33T tftte 

te tear if airer tet 3 f 'te # te nr tet if gte tet wit ter 3533 tern 33T 
t 1 srrftete nrr 3 rt ter tererr t te ire ter if 4002.70 ctre 4002.99 te 
tet te 3 ?cT q'tt^d Iteter/^tter te tet wit ter 3537 te3r w 1 1 

arftete 33 tefa t te te^pr tte if terete terc tet wft/tef/spidT 
te ster crit ttete’H rere t 1 ttete rer? 33 aterer arftewr 

1975 3 >r sr^te te terete wrte 4002.70 te 3 sw fteT ter t i |te 
3 tete ttetepr cpt 3 tere»r grternres geteRcr ^5 3grRfttete?R tewa 
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[HR 1—^5 1] 


g? v5q#t 4002.70.09 £ d?d ftRIT ggT t 3?R W dg ^Rsm 
4002.70.0i <fc g?g anffi# £ aMg giflfg gtoftfetfe<FT 7t f^r t l 
g^ <T#fR OT 4002.99 £ cfW ftRJT W t I 


yiR<W$l % ftgRTtftg ddlR g?T dRRT gft RIT t 'Jl'Hlf^> W ^ RTd 3 ^?T 
«it afr? f^nm 23 (i) *t Twrsgg^arfTTR qregMr ^5 g>T rcrt 3 r rt$ 

wt gSt a i d^chd l cf> gg> ^ tftftd R3T t dTfo ?7T £ gRung-M'hM 

greg gsn gft ggTT^frT g^r ft gg* i 


* (PlR«c mlt|cr>l'5) fcb<Tl gsiTg>R aisigr vj'dtfc wPtpify g>f ?7T id g5t 
anjjrfcT i ■HdicTf t R> gw uira ^ gw vjngg>i$ g>t *flRa<t> wr 3r jRgg g^ 

ctftvT ?7T 5tg5R \>IM<t>l3 *R PlR^ Mlf§l<W$) gRT ftdR dR f^rfcT *T ftRJT 

rppit grafe? \T^r it? ^ forffcg 3 ^ aw gR fen Rig) I _ 

H<lVl 

g?r JRfPT RT 7t PlHIj'HK ?TdT %:- 

• aftRtg ^Rr& T ^r aflR RFTcT g>R gR% £ Jl4lv>H g> fcR dRR-d^gt % gdT?of 
ggg g* gm f*r m g> RR *r 

• sitRRT ^R$7T dRT dlMMR ^R$7T £ »4l\J|dl4 3fiel*iife4 PlwplRld d«n 
TfR%5 Trag cfit (^flfoR! f^T, ^tftfR 3Tlf^ ^ 

• RTCR g«R*?iRgR RR W ^ftRn/gfe dlild^ ^ 

• ggr/gsr gioft giggr *r rft «i%ftfcT& trit afRftg ^ftRcRT g$t 

3ii4^ii«bdi trtft t 

• f%R? ^g^g? ^ ret ifag afroR 3 

• ^Ri'Pic gR^R ^cdt 


3797 GI/2003—3 
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>tQ>oi 


• ftft$?rc ftofftinftiFT fRift farpioR-gra ftefftie jRnftt ?wt ^r^cfRfr^r 
fteftRg afftm g>r jrft*r fftgr xstru 11 

sj. wrgg; 

WJM PlWIdcft ft ftiPT 2(^0 SRT’ 1PM M 3 TIW tfftt 31 ^ ft t 

ftr *trw # ^ifer cr^ ft ftftr *r ft aw ?i jre>R ft wi srarar mpt ^r 

3Wc|T TRft <3Rg ft 3PM ft 3RT gig uff daft ?? 5R5R % 1PM dff ft ftt 

ftftMft «Mr ft wer anft draft aigaiT ft ftcjd ftraraft-ajRft ft I 

wft<i)RI % gsr v5jra it wr dig ft gfc di ftidR % dft aft % : 

1 ?it aid aft tifra anft ft ftR ft) aar tftcj gatn gur gdiiftd f ft ft 
M ld^ <*>lPiill dURI'J'U % ftfta fftj ft ^ M ia^ ft wr aig f, gaft 
ftfta) gRfanaai; ainafta) irmt, a*sn arai). ftftafrr nfftar afR ftft i ftft), 
aaft afR viMflVi, wirt ftPftdia, ^c?r-Pisikui, ft?Ror m ftwi afR arar ft 
Sftd) aftaRR ft# ftftaarait ai ft^R fftar aar 11 

3RT MSId>l'8 gRIWiRffeirwtfef ^ M #1 fftftftl ftg 
a ft aaia cR^j t afRa ft tohimh aT ftRfta 1I a? ft a??! am t fft M 
M ft ftfaa> la^q aranr-aram afR ftofgr ffta t 1 jnfiraaft arft fta aRcl t 
fftlftftaaftitftajR gift) iftt 4 afai aa g^ftw s fl ftfftft afR ggft 
aria afta ft liftr ft fftar RaTftiagaftfftaTRartfftftoiftaiTfTjiT 

SRT ftftcf ftR Rtf RK ftft ft ft qfter ft ftg arafa ftietRft 2504 afR 5730 ft 
fto tjr ^ t[c>t ft ^ m ft atraif# ftft ft iirr f 1 ?ifft araaaT, ftaid«t> afR 
aifii<t)id)ft ft ft# aft jjft;yi ft ftyii^d ft afti t afR ft*R ewt gfttcffti ftf 
grar ft atraR w i ft wftMftr ftf fttftr 3Rm aicPT ftft ti jnftg5ift % 
dift<t>ictml srt g^iftd i ft ft xpr ft ftftn ftft afRiftif ^ ft anmfrid w 

ft ifttf 4 1RFT ft ^ ftt ujRr gyft Wt fl qjRojf TR ftxJR ft)^n t 1 

Mlft<*>l^l c|)T hH* 1 I t ft) ftTfftl iRRl'vid g>r f ft ft TJ*r afR '{||ftd>l4>d1 gRI 
awiftd w;,ft 7 >r ft wft ftRcr-^cft f afR afR <ii(»>i(^4) 

ft Tft) ftf whimh t 1 aift^ift artft jjRPra> «im uRmift ft ?it 



[ HTTI—1 ] 
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g>r 1 tftoj ^t»t ejrt vwrfer t ’ft if? faro 2 (ia) ^ ai*} 
^ aftffrn vjft *m. sm Rrafa *m i iff 3f if? 3> ?rapr 4?§ 1 1 

«ra> t iff ipr ^>t w t, hiRi<ct$ s>?<r f tr aran fo?*r $ 
ifroSta? t aft? % i iff# to ^ ?n*rftftta^t 1 % 3p» atoPr-atoPT 
*ft$ ^ arafa TOff^r f 1 sifitroSt <pt ppptt fcfot’ftTOaffct’ft^t^ 

stror-atoPT 4Nt ^ iftoffq? 11 frufost, anrofifi ^ TOpi? aft? ^nf^Rntf 

snr jRg?i ^tot ff % fatft t aror? ?? tft f iff to $ fotft Rrafa gft jfe 

^r t, fflfol? ?ra«j % Rrafa fa>? to aft? 'asftn urcr # ’ft 
?j{ ^ ^ 1 % $ ^ gff v3rm gSt w ?ratff <r«il(^» mf^rasrif iff to 

amfbra to% if ?wpt \?ra araUr ^ 3 I?pt t iff to 5>tf anror 

gan § 3?rfcr? jnffcratft % airaraf 9>r ^«rpt ?ftar % tot top 1 1 

TO’ftTOffolTTOTfcfotiff^tTOaft? ^ril^ol ?TO TO 3RT:?fatf%I 

fftot t aft? 3 ^ TO 10% ^r 15% ?ra> to gtpfpi sra^t ^ fct? «get??f 
aratffcT £ fiRrata 4 font to ?ttoit fcl 

mfSwi ' ft % vjn^icw ?ra> ?? facrr? foro t aft? tott t *301501 ?ro aft? 
f iff ^#t TO aioPT-aroPT #*n^[o?i> ^fWf arffa # aft? $*i<ni topJpt 
^? g? ^ to if ^ranr t aft? % whiw to 3RT:MR4d4to toto $ ^ t 1 5?rfonj, 
jnferoff 3>rftTO tot-tot. si?r P t ^IR t a 4<ff4f?? trai -{ffHi^o* #$ 4002.70.00 ^ 

ofSoI ^ft? y^tci '3 eiI 4 I SKI \ 3C4iRa RPPT 2(0) 

3P} ^ 4fa? ?mpra?g ?PT3rai t I 

J4lfS|<t>|'5f % ^T cBJRT wff W % «t^tlft> 7t? v?}W ^t ?fT 

sjt aft? 3% Rrspf 23(1) # wioyowiajfw? men-Wf ^o 9 > 3 >r ?prt to ?f ^t 
??g% g5f atraw rotr ^ ^ «ra^ ff tffftw ?®t t wtf^ Fff & nR°im?aTO 
- inro iwi ofcT aff yrnflxT ^ ?t<^ 1 
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[PartI—Sec. 1] 



TJcT IRPR ST: 

" gifagg Btfrg g5t 3TR ^0 F^tfcTOT ■yPinA fcTO 3RT 

gr^RgSt gf 11 *r gM ftgrcR<?t t wiPfc r » r nw *r w g>r 

apg vi^K<b ^ t 13RT: giF£ig>igRrt iflvjsj grfag* gnR sr^t gft Rferfcr g>r 

xjg gRcr t afo g? fTm 2(^a) ^ arjRR ^sfrg % i‘ 

ftlcPig gft ifMHI ( ^0 l^d^R, ^0 if%5T [ctftcl'd HKd 4'51'D^H 

an tjg^ig RPmfa t gg ggr) *regRT j»iRm>i$ % («I*i^ 

g>t PwMigofl ^ Rrag 2(^a) g??r yvc}, vseiM ^ *T RFf 

fcRTT I 

g. meg an 3 U*cH - <i*n g>Rg> 

fifoft gRJ RgEI *T tfl*IKI TJRT ^ PinR-lRad ?llftd t; 

(g>) Rm*T ^ Rg^T *t fllHM cillMN Hfsbm ^ cfrjRT, Rg W 

P i gfag? ^?r aragr ^ ^amr g> ten? a™ Rig ?t; 

(*g) «tg Piitldch ^?r araraT &r sftcj giRR 3 'Wihi-^i sjrr m(^>«ii *r Rmg 
g^jgft g§t g>rf f%g5t g ?f 3wi f^ntrtcra? ^?r aimer ^ giRR ^ 
ar«fR f^rfcr ararar feSt gft gm mm g>Rnr $rt ^r ?it ftftRtr *r ^Rrt 
germ gR% mr mimm gem PiHfaRsMigRR era ?M:- 

(g>) mmg g^g gft gotflg ufctftfSr g>tger arefe merge PraH<*> «f?r » 
sra £ m ig ger efrrft ^r g?r farter ?mr ?r, awgr 

(53) ^gg ^ ^?r 4 Rg^ ^tir g?t ^jgngg rfrt rr ejrt (6) ^ 
g?g gpnt gt Frwgc?t ^5 arg^R gaiiRylRd jrtr#^, f^a5t ^rtt rw ^ 

fcRT ^tptIRT RFIcf 5ft gsitfcRT ^ RlftR gR felT W ?T I 



[ HTH I—'3ST*g 1 ] 
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a*tf ft? ^aaa 4 ^st % ssrcfotft i^r 4ar % a*§ 4 anaitf 4 *pi 4 4 nrst 
Prahra? 4 ct 4 aiR? ^4 a*g a>r 4aoi 4asn gRr *Rrr *rar 4 awar i»4t <reg 
an ww P i ald* t?r # n4 4ar 4 awl Prald* S?r *1 4tf gopfra afaa 
a4 Pra *4 4 3* q re re i ’jca an Prafoa ^g^ra 4 4 r 3 ?9ia>t altaa 4 4atf 
*r f4ar amjnr I 

srifaanft % 4tar £Ra> aifePm a?t aro 9*(i)(a) 4 aipr? ^rtrt 
T je^r 4 Pratqoi 4 s4vm*f wft w Pia1d*i a>r smrafcnrr 44 i 

(i) 'HIHM ipa 

4o 44# 4 Pi<id»i <r afaan ft af 4 t^p a?r 4 <5*4 Pmf4a anattfa 
#* to war an 4a f4ar l f*r anptt (4o 44#) 4 aifta> 4w# w jnpr 
are* ?R 5 ?f ijs <jni4 4 4w ’tr^teiT aar 4 *re#t 4 war f^re-4a4 fair f444 
wg srafa 4 fat? w aMt aSt 4w-n4HT a4 # l a? aaror w % 4rf4n 
anr.w 4 44# 4 |44q a 4 *a>nra ftPrafar f I 4 jr 1 44# w #fm 
t f4#r 4 h4 4444, #h 4 ^ttan^^ afar % 4.^.3fR;wRH anPrer 
tl 4^aiR araar *a#n a* arc% t##4T ar°4 alt fa4t a*# 4 #itr a 4t| 
tfSm a# t ar4 4 4 i Raij ija 4 4 atsaar 4iRai4 aian* 4 f4# area ip 4 i 
* a#n attlcf a»Pta5iji aRiar *1Rif»t>a>" (4fa#*4) gRr 4lRai 4 Praia 
iffilJ tr p t 4 f^wicitH aRa an gdiian 4aer %) 444 gRT PPaT varar t l 
4Mqa/f4*a afre j4# ? a 4 4j4/f4<ere fin aiw4 ag RPtator T3# RPi*4i 
414aT airai t IWt *** xpi4 nRt a4 4 anrar 11 

arixf 3naf& 4 m4«hh4 

i) an ^ci v5wan *** ij*i€t 

ii) aRH 4t 4-s*d 3Ri 4frt 4t 4:|4 aiw? an Raid *** 

iii) 4 for? ftaeicita 4t ftafef arai *** ?a€t 

iv) 4 ?wmr <wi 4444 4 fcnj fa^f<#a f^rfa arai *** ?a€t 

v) 4t arai *** 


22 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


ar? am fftHrpr an aanaa a# ana nfftraifta **♦ 

TprSt nfftaft aft naar ft fftar ariar t I ?a ftft aft ara $ arorc an ft amr 
aanan anftara an anft # sfft |«ffnn am j*Mqa an aeiKH d<&HN anft ti 
W (ftftd<t> ft ftftt darrft aft Tjgocf cTRa cRI ^ t I CTFt an 
SRr daft w aar m fft> ft m ftftt ft nan ft d«m<w maa aft ama-ama 
wit naR aftf aftfftr Iftftyn ft fem ailciRdd ara aft nraanarar ftftt t 
ftft ftan fftrnft ftftqa aft arra^^di aft ftftt t afr? ?n ftftf an arro rro 
ftt nna-ama t i fftftaar % a? arm fft> ft ?n ftftt aft ^*-hhh amft t ara: 
a^ftft vJcqicTM aft ama-ama maanft trr aft aft | 

rwm ft ftna Mw ft a>?r aar fft> ft awft ftnar fttfftft aftn danaa 
man aft wn ft anam ft ftaa ft fftww % aara fftft fto Mft grcr ftta> % 
alf aarnr am i m?f aa> man wn eft wr an wr t. sa fftafaa? ft draft 
draft ft nafta ft anaaaar amrftnfr aft at nft t am an anw amft f? mga alf 
fftrm I amraa an ft fftnfaa>/nnnaa> aft amar fft wm an ft nan 
fftftaa/nrana> aroftfti aft jr§ci wn men Ml f ft aareftt ft a?a rja> 
3naanann f 3ft? Hfttnft aft ft anft arftt aftt ftt anaarftt fftft * fttnfttft 
fft%r fftrnr am It, aft ftmfta tot ampn I fftg, (ftalda>/dcM i aa> ft m*Sa> 
amran ft jrftmaTst nqfa driarft/amftar jrcga wn nfftr aft to I a? mm 
am I fft MRRue 8 ft nRaftftcr aanaa man nftRne 7 ft jre§n daft arrarft 
ft 3njnrc aft aft ftaft 11 aft aar anft am aft Tina, anfta anfft an nfti t 
a? aftft ftaa ntarft mga arrft ft amnmnft 11 nft aa> ngrjft 7 asm 8 ft 
srcga ?naa ntarft an ftftr t, fftafaar aft ^n ftafti fftnrft ftr a>ft aar 1 fto 
ftftft ft arar fftai fft ft ftmftta fftrn ft f afR§ft annan aft aftf fftarar an 
aa>ai 1 d#ft narren ft ffta ftan arifftra^ a raft^ i aft If nrga fftar 1 §rr 
ntfftar anaanft ft man w acaim an naif wna aft alf-alf aanaa maa 
an fftafon alf am nan ajfa Tnamr nfftaT ft ftftr ft fftarft alt fftann I 

am aft aiam ■>j?a 3ftn fftafa ftfaa ftaftt arfarft aft a?am alf ft aaft 
aaffft ftnftf ft amm ft fftaft, am ft ?an ftft ft fftra ftaft aftaa 3ftn 
am aft fftafa ft fftra fto aaftta ft fftm fftaft aftaa ftaftf aftaa v»iM<t> i 41 aft 
afaftfaai an arat fftm 1 



[Mmi—*sr°gi] 
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meaM P < -u* i Mcfi ft ftaa 6(8) if JtraejR t ftfc 

’ aft #f fE§3> MfH<SR Xfgg ft feT? 5d>R aR6T t 3T8RT 3FW 
qqqwft ft xfcR 3ITcRgg> ulM<w9 JTCTC X# dRdT t 3J8RI «trg if XT#cf "OT ft 
irai WF=T dRdT t ft $ft fiftft if PtR®c TOW deft ft 31 l«(R *R 

3pft #T % 3fR <*>-$*1 ^R3>R # xj# Riwft^i dR 'Hd>dT t x^ftt 
qRRfeiftft if d? ftd> *mft I* 

3Td: Snftddft dd ded ft 3T1HR xr Plftd# ft d# ft dlft # 3igfft 

# ft# fft foftd d? % fta<? ara # vj<qr<w ?nad 3fR ftoj ft# aftaa 
viMctaj g# gRit t fftaft yiftd># # ooptr xjftsm # ^rmr^r afftaT eng as# 
ft f$R 3?gafft x# ft# £ JRdTd t fft qiddftSf ftilHM# $ ftPT 6(8) SRT 
vjqcW d«ft ft SnSTR XR dftfftd RPnftxSR d># ft M^din ft# #Hd xr 
angiftg ftftd»/'dda d d> aa aiaRi g^r ftftfta fftaT ang i jnftanft aa JRarg 
t fft aiare g^r *** 3T.'3i. aft xjaft xr ftftfft aR fftn xsnxj i 


(ii) ftflfa #*ra 

xnftaaft if OTeW aeft ft frftft m , ftaftfar gift, ftgRur, axgft ai%. agft 
#5fT dSIT aftft F T aa ^arftxSR gift ft did ftftd ft# ftftd ft ft# if ftftd 
ftftcf ftw sraft ft ftna ftas arar ft ft# if xrregM ftaara# ft ftaa 6(8) 
ft argaR aa # % I ?aft aftRR aiftaaft aa jrcaia % ft> fftrta a#a *** 

3T.3T. aft xp# XR ftftfft <?R ft XSHR I 

fftft 3RT vi<qidt6/ ftgVd^ if WJft x# f#JT d«JT JTTftgpft SRT X5fft 
XRXfra# 3>r 5Rg?R XRgd XT# fftTiT | 

(iii) xfRig hiRh 


31 . 31 . aft xjxftf 


ftn 

ojIIx^I 

vjR. 7 !®!. 

xHHM *jc*I 

ielck’k’k 

ftgft ad 

***** 

Mied dirSia 

7.31% 
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w $ fcf'T tifg ^5T Rraforr 3rig># w 

atitiiRti *nftcr stara tftenfw g?ta?r afrr cfpj, tffaT (eirt 

3,3(cp),8^,9, 9(g>) g> iw ?rwT ^ ^5[ g>r ) 3fR jTftrtr 4> 

fen? 1% yfiw? fiwT -m t I ^ff*n ^5 infor aftw tfijof 

wet srafir £ f^TT ^ ^ t i 


«# qji aiicbcH 




^ I 

Sri II 

*rra araf^r 

■ 


1999-2000 

2000-2001 

1.4.2001-30.9.2002 
(18 *#*) 


RraT:Tfjr€t 

w*- 


*Je*f: etK4 

^>. 

Rrai:ipf€t 

*£0*1: elKS 

^>. 

% 31RRT 

24.67 

22.40 

9.16 

9.55 

5.84 

8.81 

3R ^ff 
*T 3TTqcT 

75.33 

m 

90.84 

90.45 

94.16 

91.19 

3fRIRI 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

WifrjET 

mm 

10,000 


10,000 


10,000 


v3^l<H 

tfi.m % 

100.00 


89.34 


83.02 


mm 

vimNi(%) 

100.00 


89.34 


83.02 


cfcfej 

100.00 


36.57 


34.62 


eRcJ 

100.00 

100.00 

103.88 

111.51 

87.7 

99.5 


1 V<HNflll'«'MH- MIAMI 


'» *1 
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fl^t 

ioo oo 

100.00 

7.50 

9.06 

40.3 

15.05 

m i^Picr> 

100.00 

100.00 

48.92 

63.46 

30.4 

41.47 


100.00 

100.00 

93.21 

98.02 

117.2 

99.4 

earner 

100.00 

100.00 

87.68 

97.79 

ns^t 

US** 

OTT/nft 


(l00.00) 


(80.42) 


(56.76) 

Pr^r 

- 

100.00 


- 


- 

Pm<h aim 


100.00 


125.33 


330.37 

fo-MN ^ 
'jcffr-PnRr 

“ 

** 


— 

— 

“ 

xWlI* 

(*1Nq- 

*rf5cf) 

100.00 


96.69 


85.08 


TFT 

(1+5+6) 

100.00 


92.75 


89.5 


*M H 
ffcrtii(9$ 



.94.76 ~~ 


89 17 

■■ 

3*t{ 3TO 
WOT 








a?f%»T 'H^w m^r# 7$mr wst mt% 
t^5 arftt Pm sff um 9 tt(6) m Pm 23 ( 3 ) $ arjm to irar «ftr # 
'H'Hilid toirtt amr ^*Nifra w w? to f l 

» ft V . 4. W V X \ ft A ■ .A 1 ,4. 4- f ft ft 

HllfilWff n wFT fn fin TTfiT Sflff m Tro V PfroTOr HwH 

Pfp wpi^f ^ ftro ftniT 1 jnftrasrfr % tfaj g«tFT 7ft $i*r 

TTcft fRTct STflT # TOfr .TO '3H<J<m TOmfT # $Pf?r cr>W<ni 77 fifaR 

ft>7T 1%) 7) 3FpT Pfa7 $ m TO fc % ft«lcfM 3R3 77 P|7W 


3797 GI/2003—4 
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Rraq q w q>r Rrafa f#qr qqr «u. ### srer f#qr tot afR *Rrtf 

###, #R qT 3 m '3Rqiqq> 11 

chiRii! qrq.qw. RraflcRT #Mqq # #i 4 f#iq> 19 qf, 2002 # 

Mid## qjcSfJ OTFJ q# q>T 31|ct>'fin qqr 1 

mRtqq# % *Rcj v3?itn # # q# #$qi afcr afR #Rqi \spt.w % 
qiq^T w <fc qra?r qreq # qiqtf 4 aRr # qRnqqr ftra qq qrq#i# qjeq> 
q^cT # 3n<t>14ci ^ Ri**ifciRgd # <iq4 $ 'Jiiq q>t;- 

1. vjcMKq nai aqqr dq#q (%) 

tRcj v^Rr # ^qiqq qar mRuimA km vjqqRi 4 RRnq Ruiqe 
ot# q# l 

2. qq&ft ftfo# 

sRcj ^rq <# qqq# l#^it 4 q$ qt Rrqrqe q# t afR 
qre qM ^eq> ePiRr # qiq # artscrar grq Wr qq qfcm 

qifeq 3nqidl 4>N U I <4)qq <r><5# cJSIF <»>q Rrf>I # <#*Kt # 

' qRurmw'W n? atirf&q wwqf q§q qif % I q?«rar $?r # 
?mr 4 qR# armr# <# qraq vjqd<«aT qar atfaq^n #t 
p *Rc| vjsfm ar# w# # qq<pqrc qff q® w afR 
#r an# ^qm #t ## #*rt qfra q# # qqr 1 

3. ft# #q?T: 

viei'lq qm # fcHJ qiEq # qqi % ft> q? 3T# atcj 

qnsrR 4 qra ## ft# q#q # artaT qsq q#q qq#r 1 

4. q#q>: 


iRoj ftft# 4 3#Rm qqq # geRT 4 Riqrre an qf ftRi# 



[ W\ I—1 ]_VKfl _27 

qRuii»ww ajf%>r ^ra> v3mT grr, Rrftntf ^g? ^ aft? 
qftmim<i*M »i4!ffld mt fore w i 

aif?iR<M refor g> gre gfa % angpppr ^i% g5t w % 

cWT SPRIT I3TOtn # WRT foPT? 3IRft # % fuRfo 
mRuiW'M'W wgrgg g* g?g ware? w jptft opt gn*r % 

*trt gft wqigg ctprt 3 ffcst gf i 

5 . fta?r sfora: 

viefm g>r wrt ^*t % ?tfoit i>Rft # I gsjfir gRr #.eg 
fiRr # ftranre anf t gfr ares^ arernigrecRTT wtt ufoft sft 
^srpt wr g* jrarefr g* cptw §f t, fa? ift *Roj; ^pr- g?r 
mfor aggrat gSt <rere% gr«tfig> afcr # ^ 1 1 

6. gSfor g <gg y g$ : 

epiRgi % i?i% gr& anggt gg grigr ^jre isRoj ^sfPT g>t arafcreg^T 
gSPre $g?gt fvrcfo q fongre«q gSPre ggrg/g^t anf t I 

7. ?iRmt 

?rei?$?r % gifer airaRfr afR grarc gSt jfftjgT filter if vifirwrt 
gST apfpggr g* gsrer gifagrrerelaft g>r vjm4<w *f g*n 
?Rrt appirc grig arafir g* 3 Rft fiRr ft t i ft ?ifofr # ggqSt 
isr gg? gpft gSf g£ ggtfo gfoft *r arraRg? gsRn ^ng fo? gg 
31k grafc gre gft vjiM&id i g>r ^gg?g ggmr ggT l 

8. ^|v>|J|K:(RPre gifor) 

iRcj \jefPT $ %gpirc w* *r grig argfir ^ 3 Rft gggSt Rwige 
anf-1 l iRcj vjetPT ?h srt g* fag grer ?t ggT fa g? 
aiftRti«di wrr grgire # qrfer airaRfi gft fancr wgnf g? gr^or 
gm-gi^r g>r gn? g?711 
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9. qmrre 

*1^ ^dtq 3> qmfR # 2001-02 ^ tRm 3flt t I 
q? Tjgj tra?r t <r^Riii % qq<j iiicr ^ aimrat qq reirj 
qreqM qqr qgr t aft? q>rere wmrre qtrtr # qqrem 
3TRTI t I 3RT: qiftw atm!# % qRRI 31151551 qft t vjfl \JJCR <5t 

qf qrn?«it% qq«et I ' 

q? ’ft <rret qtm t grerre angqq gri q?i t aft? 

?torc qifa<w<t>d1 £ gmiR t gffr me-R'ufl ^Rgrer 
ernr q^lRqi ^ Turn qifor arrarefr aft ganq PRide an % I 

t?r £ 3ireiqr 3im tutr qt M qiei aimm tit ?tr arafcrgjrtf 

q^Tci qt 3if§ra? ^ t sraqr t'Mrr'i q^r ^ w 11 

10 qnafar to mf^m gan ?qig> ttor : 

aqqra; qRej #1 q?t ftaSt q§tqg aft? araftqqlt q^taci qt gqqft 
q>q <p)qq| qq ftf f 3RT: cblRqi ql «rfcT qifuR qqm t I ?qig> 
qRuiiHw^ii, g> Rr4uiqq gfr gpr tffft twt tit 

qftrTjT, Rra?! aim am ?Rr aft anqigq 3 ft? ftqgre tg aroqfci 

WRITER 551 #tt Tft 11 

11 gm ttsft-qftqn ?mT qStqq grtteft 

q? qrciT qqr are Rp tqt artg> \jgrgqre f Rjnij g>rftqr qpi.qre. 
% qrftg aimrat at q>rere tRcj ^arsfr»T at arot gisa* qgRr | 
am flaft aStqg 3ft? afarr aittcft 3> airere tR?j ^efr*T at v3f%RT 
fta^t aSPlcT qt Tft am aSPlcT qq qia^ qiel a?t ftra§t 55qt ^ aim 
#tt qsr 11 

12. amft <Pt Rrro aim t f% ft t crftm qf xjlgqft %) qq^c? 
^ ftama qmim #Rr qq# qaStqg aft? qRqimRmt am tqqiaft 
gqf^qRui qre? fan 11 



[MPT I—35F51] 
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gra <f> fcrtf g§w *j?g gor Pmk»F gifor attRig RSten^W gStgg $ 
^*F T ^<^ r (gnr 3,3(gs).8RS, 9, 9(gs) ^ cfbcf <&n gt? <tfr ^ 

?rnj; r<fr aftR g§g srgrft $ fen? 10% v>fi^g>R fogT wi t 1 gita ajgftr $ 
31 rh cfpj 3FcnT-3Tcni #g^cg>r g> h<IrrtsJ argrRtcF rts^t giei $ giftcr 
gflRra rr fttjFR fogT ggT 1 

«r. a wggijt jftgg- 

v3Rf|g $ M 3 RRFT RRfsff got 3HHfcF4>l$t gofgg goT fa#RT 
gjRet Wt % yfirMrafa ^ fcTR RTO RTcT 3?t diwftcb RTRTTftg 

vjcM T dR- RPm gsr jnfm %gr t Rsfrt% g*cj geffg <fr Pfgfog Rrafag rsto 
rfro^t 3fR Rra arafir g> 4 frr Rra^rw 3> otrr $ Raw gTer g^ rtcf 
got d i wf^go gftgg g>r zm if Ract §r g^^gRfm g> foFR stj^ct ^gngg gg 
RgtR oi fogi vsrr rf$ I w gif^H gft wrr <£ jnflgRW jnfego^t % stra 
argftr g> fen? ftgf% Rtg^r w got gifar 3itw ggRRargirgg awifiRPrtt gofgg 
got 55RT angi^Rr gra $ gp ^ % got 1 

si. grcg giffig <re gn gpg; 


jnfegoi^t greg gifag <f? rriwr srsggT g>g Rifor ^ wWt Riftr gft 
RiRffcT gRgT t fvjRRTRt, gfe RgRT ggr, ^ 3 Rrm g>r #t gieft «fcT RRM 
#r gjn^lt 1 

z. gK<ftg Fjritn g> fta <rai arei ^ 

w ir gig gg tet Pihi^n fagifacr %■- 

• shir <sjg - 42% 

• 3n^rgrf%g - 48% 


• apg 


10 % 
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*TR?T ft aftft ^ftR (ildUSd: eRT 3)11 dyad:) ftfrftlR 3>T USTH 

H'*)l<Jd>l^ R?T t I vSltR ftt ^TR ciwr t I 


3RT^g JTPT PlHigflR &- 


• anftftrfeg - 37 % 

• kHlR&b *)lfefft>ftlM - 16% 

• - 15% 

• cTRg - 13% 

• <t>4d - 9% 

• ^eT RRtvft - 6% 

• era? - 4% 


i) uif£i<biy| g>r fftfa 11ft ipftr g>r iiftuH rtrirr : rct ftr 
rptirt t fftnft tift| uftR ftr aftr ft Rft t aflRtnRfar 
rnariR ft dsn Bfftr ufcRqgt ftt fftftft g* fro gRft % ftr ft?r 
ft whm fftr ft t 1 

ii) rnfftsift ftt w ft jjhrtt 11ft Risrfttft rrr ^rift ft ft^- in?r 
ft Hftfl gRT fclPlffia \ScHI%l ft ftftRT-RRlft RR II fell'd JRR Rft’IT aft? 

ftfc'IRW'bM, ftT vidllft ftt ftftftd jrfftwft TR fW JRR tj^ ri^ | 

fft^ ’TIRefar INK ft ftftr afcRPTOt ft ft* Miedftft dMlft gRT ftlRIdc: 

^ amjftti ?R)ft fftiflfl, 5 Rift Rra^r rtcT ft gqftiwiaft ftr ftftr 
ftfafti w 3)fta?niT srfftg? ftgsftr ftt ddcWdi g>r?R R^ft ft mguidi 
fftftftt I TRTftft ^cg> 5R)fcfq eRT? vRlft f dlfft qRR eft ftg>T vJIT 
Rift fftRlft qjRor qftg; ^ftR ftr gfft ftft t 3#? dlfft tftcj 3i\j|!R ft 

gftf d«rr lifter Kfftprat ftt fftrfft gsf: WlPR ft Rift I SRR5T 
RTcR Wftft gM jim argfftcr Hiftf ftr Riftfftfl <prr t afk ftr?j 
uftR ft air Rft fftRRre ftr ftgRi 11 ftft 55^ cRft «nft ft rr^ ftrfr 
ft atnrrft tr jrfftftr ^ ?rftn afrr’i ft ^ ^qft^nftt ftr 5 rt gRig 

ftf TO5RD W jrfcT^cT JRR eft’ll I 3IRcflR tR HRRftft ^9> Rlftft 



CMFTI—SP»51] 
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gqrqf srt qRtfftr gran qg gfer qfcrcqgf q>q q£f t, % 

gft menM ^q> qSt qfe q>r ur q% ?ra> #f ijftfer Ran grren t 
Rsraif % tfoi gif #f grcff srfcr gff 3fg> gR*r an g qgq; #r, 
Rf gtff mg w grr Rrafa ^rair^fr % infer nSfefr qq fenr grraT 
11 

iii) qrRrgjRt ^ w t f% qrerM wgf g>r rpj % <*>iRqi 
gR.qq. % fetff iff jrarR % arraraf qq %g> q£f nM afR ssrlonj, 
vW'*fi<Miail g>r vjgng g?f uncremr qq qfci^bf wm qff q^nr l fetff 
qreqMI wn if jnfag>Rr % aiiren # fe gg qrgq, gsfrq g>r <jiwR<*> 
?rfcr afR Rq^^rif % ?t% gRt arrarat £ «frfe g> *T<»iirH«#> rw 
g5t ifl^jf) g>r grfer gR i qrenM ^cg>f % optr gn% g$t f^jftr if 
fetff 3 ht uefiq gSt Rgfer qfeqgf qqfeRrer jmrg Rgtff ftgg grig 
3?feg>Rf g> frg#g>rc R ms? 11 

3. RfS&tf: 

gqfcfef qq ferrc gR% gr qqgTcr g? tsr grrar t fo¬ 
gs) Rg^ ^ ^ ^ ^ arogT q?f R feoffor Rg^ w g>r qiRr g>r foqfa 
fogT w t frrcfo qR«iH«'hM qrsq fan 11 

r) gif&4>T?i % g^ifeiT gR.q«T. if f fr - f for g> nw i Ri ijsg gsr fojfon 
fejfcfof gM 5R|cT vilM<W® afR MlfS)*l^l 3> qm vJMd^J gfRVflrtf qr 
arorc qq fogr t gifrfe grRgnft ftRq ar^M g* qiqif? iff g>fRm 
qrq.qui. ^ Piqfd<fr>i/'itqiqq>i srt apjtf gsn arqgfqr hc^tk jitrt §ij jfi 

q) «fe gg^ t?ff % gg^r qpq g> arnncff g> gggn ^ t I qraqsRr gft gg 
t fo gg^ qra qq fosjgr grenM q[5qr g>q gsfe R qR?r if g*q^ $?r 
R gg^ qrgr g> qrgq gff ^rei^fe for gff arraign fofr i 

g) qq anqqqqy ggqn grrar % fo gq^ ^?fr qr ijr ^ awar qfi % 
ferffer qq«r qrqr qr anqfe q? PiwqirH-q qrqqfisJf gcq» g>r qrRf 
RiqT anq?w t ! 
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3.) cf>|%TT yR.TpiT. ^ 1J5T % asm % f^rtfctcr 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 22nd December, 2003 


Subject: Anti Dumping Investigations concerning Review of Anti- 
Dumping Duty on Imports of EPM (Ethylene Propylene Rubber) and 
EPDM (Ethylene propyJene Diene Rubber) from Korea RP - Final 
Findings 

No. 14 / 43 / 2002 -dgad.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 


3797 GI/2003—5 


• * 















34 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof. 


. 2. PROCEDURE 


The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the investigation 
concerning the Review : 


In pursuance of a petition filed by M/s Herdillia Unimers Limited (HUL), 
Mumbai, the sole domestic producer, the Designated Authority under the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1995 had recommended levy of definitive Anti 
Dumping Duty vide notification No. 28/1/99-DGAD dated 21 st August 
2000 on imports of Ethylene Propylene Rubber (EPM) and Ethylene 
Propylene Diene Rubber (EPDM) from Korea RP. 


M/s Rishiroop Holding Pvt Limited, Mumbai on behalf of M/s Kumho 
Polychem Co. Ltd. Korea (herein referred to as petitioner) have requested 
for initiation of review of the Anti Dumping Duty on EPDM in view of 
no exports made by M/s KPC and continuing injury to domestic industry 
despite any exports by M/s KPC thereby prima facie indicating that there 
is no causal link between phenomenon of dumping and injury. 


On the basis of prima facie evidence of the changed circumstances 
presented by M/s KPC the Designated Authority , under the Customs 
Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and under Rule 23 of the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and collection of Anti Dumping Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for determination of Injury)Rules, 1995, initiated a 
review of the anti dumping duty imposed on the subject goods pursuant to 
the final findings vide notification 28/1/99-DGAD dated 21 st August 2000. 


The Authority issued a public notice dated 27 th December, 2002 published 
in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating anti dumping 
investigations concerning Review of Anti-Dumping Duty on Imports of 
EPM (Ethylene Propylene Rubber ) and EPDM (Ethylene propylene 
Diene Rubber) from Korea RP. 
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v. The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known 
exporters (whose details were made available by the petitioners and who 
had participated in the original investigation) and associations and gave 
them an opportunity to make their views known in writing in accordance 
with the rule 6(2); 


vi. The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to- all the known 
importers of EPDM/EPM in India and advised them to make their views 
known in writing within forty days from the date of the letter; 


vii. The Authority provided an opportunity to all interested parties to present 
their views orally on 24 th June 2003. All parties presenting views orally 
were requested to file written submissions of the views expressed orally. 
The parties were advised to collect copies of the views expressed by the 
opposing parties and offer rebuttals, if any; 


viii. The Embassy of the subject country in New Delhi was informed about the 
initiation of the investigation in accordance with rule 6(2) with a request to 
advise the exporters/producers from their country to respond to the 
questionnaire within the prescribed time. A copy of the letter, petition and 
questionnaire s ent t o t he e xporters w as a Iso s ent t o the Embassy, along 
with a list of known exporters/producers; 


A questionnaire was sent to the following known Exporters / Importer / 
User / Producer of EPDM in India calling for necessary information in 
accordance with rule 6(4): 


• M/s Rishiroop Holdings 

• M/s Unimers India Ltd 

• M/s Kumho Polychem Co. Ltd. 

• M/s Anand Nishikawa Co. Ltd 

• All India Rubber Industries Association 
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• M/s Kumho Petrochemical Co. Ltd. Korea RP 

• M/s Hyundai Petrochemical Co. Ltd. Korea RP 

• M/s Korea Kumho Petrochem, Korea RP 

• M/s Exxon Chemical Ltd. Hongkong 

• M/s Rubber Chemicals Plant 

• Automobile Tyre Manufacturers Association 

• Automotive Component Manufacturers Association of India 

• M/s MRP Tyres, 

• M/s Apollo Tyres 

• M/s Vikrant Tyres Limited, 

• M/s Mahindra Engineering & Chemical Products Ltd., 
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x. Additional information regarding injury was sought from the domestic 
Industry, which was also furnished. On request, extension of time was 
allowed by the Authority by two weeks. 

xi. The Authority conducted on-the-spot investigation at the premises of the 
sole domestic Industry M/s UIL. 


xii. On an invitation from M/s KPC a team of officers visited the Corporate 
Office and the plant site of M/s KPC. 

xiii. The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by the various interested parties in the form of a public file 
maintained by the Authority and kept open for inspection by the interested 
parties; 

xiv. Cost investigations were conducted to work out optimum cost of 
production and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the 
basis of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) and to 
ascertain if anti-dumping duty lower than dumping margin would be 
sufficient to remove injury to the domestic industry. 

xv. In this notification **** represents information furnished by an 
interested party on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority 
under the Rules; 


xvi. Investigation was earned out for the period starting from 1 st April 2001 to 
30 th September 2002, POI. 

xvii. In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra , the essential facts/basis 
considered for these findings were disclosed to known interested parties 
on 21 st November 2003 and comments received on the same (8 th 
December 2003) have also been duly considered in these findings. 







[mfti— gr*si] 


: 3remrc°r 


37 


The following abbreviations have been used : 

ADD 

Anti Dumping Duty 

EPDM 

Ethylene Propylene Diene Rubber, 

EPM 

Subject goods 

Ethylene Propylene Rubber. 

KPC 

Korea Polychem Co. Ltd. 

Korea 

Korea RP/ South Korea, Subject 

Country 

Authority 

Designated Authority 

USD 

US Dollars (1 USD = Rs.48.17, 

POl 

1USD =*W' 1280.23) 

Period of Investigation 

HUL 

Herdillia Unimers Limited. 

UIL 

Unimers India Limited the sole 

Final Findings 

domestic producer (formerly 

M/s HUL). 

Final Findings Notification of 

Original Case/Investigation 

Designated Authority number 

28/1/99-ADD dated 21st August 
2000, concerning import of EPM 
(Ethylene Propylene Rubber and 
EPDM (Ethylene propylene Diene 
Rubber) from Korea RP 

Anti Dumping Investigation by 

Authority number 28/1/99-ADD 
dated 21st August 2 000, c onceming 
import of EPM (Ethylene Propylene 
Rubber ) and EPDM (Ethylene 
propylene Diene Rubber) from 
Korea RP 


3. HISTORY OF THE ORIGINAL CASE (28/1/1999-DGAD) 

1) Case initiated on 20.5.1998. 

2) Preliminary finding notified on 23 rd March, 2000. 

3) Custom notification (70/2000) of provisional duty on 19 l May 2000. 

4) Final finding notified on 21 st August, 2000. 

5) ADD notified by customs (122/2000) on 27 th September, 2000. 

6) Period of investigation 1 st April, 1998 to 30 th June, 1999. (15 months) 

7) Reference price fixed : 

a) M/sKPC : $2445PMT. 

b) Others $ 2461 PMT. 

c) M/s Exxon : $ 2433 PMT. 
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Domestic industry : M/s Herdilla Unimers Ltd 
Exporters : 

a) M/s Kumho Polychem Co. Ltd. Korea RP 

b) M/s Kumho Petrochemical Co. Ltd. Korea RP 

c) M/s Hyundai Petrochemical Co. Ltd. Korea RP 

d) M/s Korea Kumho Petrochem, Korea RP 

e) M/s Exxon Chemical International Services Ltd. Hongkong 

VIEWS OF THE INTERESTED PARTIES 

A. VIEWS OF IMPORTER/USERS BEFORE DISCLOSURE 
STAGE 


a) Supply of the sole domestic producer has been erratic and the quality 
has not been up to the mark. 

b) The Domestic Industry is not in a position to supply (All India Rubber 
Industries Association) the special grade of EPDM rubber required by 
the automobile manufacturers. With the imposition of Anti Dumping 
duties their cost of production has increased and they cannot compete 
in the international market. The end users would also suffer because of 
the ADD. 

c) Losses suffered by the domestic industry are for reasons of all round 
wastage, poor house keeping and high electricity consumption. 

d) Prices of EPDM from Korea has always been 10 to 15% higher than 
that of the domestic industry and therefore there is no ground for 
causal link. 

e) There i s only one producer in Korea and no export has taken place 
from there during the last 4years. 

f) Reference price methodology of antidumping duty determined is not 
correct and proper. 

g) The domestic industry is not producing all the grades of EPDM 
required by M/s ANCO and as such blanket application of ADD on all 
grades is not justified. 

h) M/s UIL have not been able to develop special grades of EPDM 
despite repeated discussions and numerous trials by M/s ANCO. 
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4. B. Views of Importer after disclosure statement was issued : 

All India Rubber Industries Association 

a) “During the last 4 years no imports have taken place from the Korean 
Exporter. Hence continuance of anti-dumping duty imposed on such an 
exporter is unreasonable and without any justification ; 

b) The Domestic industry is represented by only one producer which gives him 
the advantage of being uncompetitive and having the monopolistic benefits at 
the cost of hundreds of consuming units; 

c) There is no casual link to the injury of the domestic industry and the 
cost of production of the exporting country ” 

5.A. VIEWS OF EXPORTERS BEFORE DISCLOSURE STAGE 

i) Records should be maintained chronologically of all parties in both 
the confidential & Non confidential version 

ii) Public hearing should be held prior to any findings 

iii) M/s KPC reserves the right to furnish price undertaking 

iv) Copy of confidential working of data to be given to M/s KPC prior 
to findings 

v) Authority to disclose the methodology for working out NIP to M/s 
KPC 

vi) Authority to reveal compilation of relevant economic factors for 
determination of injury to M/s KPC 

vii) KPC are the manufacturer, shipper and exporter for KEP brand 
EPM/EPDM (hereinafter, KEP) through Rishiroop who is the 
representative agent for KEP for Indian market. 

viii) ExxonMobil Chemical Asia Pacific(hereinafter, EMCAP) is the 
seller for VISTALON brand EPM/EPDM (hereinafter, 
VISTALON) to overseas markets. 

ix) KPC is producing and supplying VISTALON to EMCAP for 
overseas markets upon EMCAP’s order/request. 

x) KPC produces and sells KEP brand of EPDM 

xi) No exports were made to India by KPC during the review POI and 
even in the preceding period since June 1998 

xii) All sales made by KPC whether in domestic market or export to 
third countries were in ordinary course of trade during the review 
POL 

xiii) There is no threat of material injury to domestic industry 

xiv) There is no dumping margin and hence no Causal Link 

xv) Likelyhood of dumping b> KPC and of injury test should be 

carried out 

xvi) No injury caused to domestic industry by KPC 

xvii) Export o f V istalon b rand o f E PDM w as a t o r above t he N ormal 
value in Korea during the review POI and above the reference 
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price (non Dump CIF price) determined by the DA during the 
original investigation 

xviii) The landed value of Vistalon brand EPDM was above the Non 
Injurious price (NIP for the domestic industry) 

xix) Selling price of the domestic industry was above the NIP during 
the review POL 

xx) Injury to domestic industry, if any, was due to factors other than 
exports from Korea RP 

xxi) All the economic factors for determination of injury must be 
evaluated by the authority and results published in the disclosure 
statement. 

xxii) Levy of anti dumping duty based on landed value is invalid in law. 
xxiii) Landed price methodology without a cap will result in levy of anti 

dumping duty in excess of dumping margin 

xxiv) Levy of anti dumping duty based on any foreign currency is 
invalid in law 

xxv) Import data and its source by the authority in the disclosure 
statement should be published by Authority 

xxvi) Preliminary review findings should be published by Authority, 
xxvii) The final findings should be published prior to the expiry of 12 

month s period from the date of initiation of review notification by 
Authority 

xxviii) “Anti dumping measures imposed on KPC be revoked forthwith 
and in the alternative and without prejudice it is submitted that in 
the event that the DA arrives at any finding of causal link between 
the imports from Korea RP and any material injury to the domestic 
industry we request that the reference price be fixed downward in 
line with the reduction in the landed value due to the reduction in 
the customs duty. We, further, request that in doing so the DA bear 
in mind that even at the time of recommending the revision of anti 
dumping measure based on such methodology the DA has to take 
into account the fact that post the review POI the customs duty has 
further fallen by 5% and that the revised reference price must take 
into account in order to avoid a situation where at the outset itself 
the recommendation would lead to an imposition of duty beyond 
the dumping margin in violation of law.” 

5i B. Views of Exporter after disclosure statement was issued : 

1. “This disclosure of essential facts have been made on 'behalf of Mr. Sen 
Gupta the new Designated Authority who was not present at the public hearing 
held on 24 l June 2003 and as such the new DA is not conversant with the 
arguments presented at that hearing. The proceedings being a quasi-judicial one, it 
is submitted that it is settled law that the one who hears the matter must pass the 
order a nd n o <j> ther p erson c an p ass a ny o rder w ithout h earing b oth s ides. This 
being the cash, it is our submission that the disclosure of essential facts is 
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improperly done and the new DA is not personally conversant with the facts of 
the case.”. 


2. “The period of investigation is from April 2001 to September 2002. The customs 
duties were not constant during this period and were as under : 

April 2001 to February 2002 : 35% 

March 2002 to September 2002 : 30% ” . 

3. The disclosure is incomplete and inadequate since several essential facts proposed 
to be relied upon by the Authority have not been disclosed. 

4. The basis used by the Authority to arrive at the ex-factory export price for KPC is 
wrong. 

5. a. Erronoeus finding by DA of dumping by KPC 

b. Injury analysis is faulty and incorrect 

c. Erronoeus conclusion on indigenous sales 

d. ~ Erronoeus conclusing on market share 

e. Erronoeus conclusion on lower CIF prices from Korea 

f. Erronoeus conclusion on price suppression/price depression 

g. Erronoeus conclusion on injury margin & NEP 

h. Incorrect establishment of causal link to non-existent exports by KPC of 
KEP brand of EPDM/EPM 

i. Methodology of levy of any anti-dumping duty 

6. “Without prejudice, we request that any recommendation of anti dumping 
measures be based on any of the following : 

a) CIF Price based reference price 

b) Fixed specific rate of duty ”. 

“In conclusion, we submit that there is no evidence of dumping by KPC of KEP 
brand EPDM, there is no causal link and furthermore, there is injury to the domestic 
industry due to other factors and consequently there is no need to continue any anti¬ 
dumping measure against KPC and the same should be withdrawn forthwith.” 

5. C. Examination by Authority 

The mid term review was initiated at the behest of exporter M/s KPC (the 
petitioner). All points related to the basis of calculation of normal value, export 
price, dumping margin, landed value, source of import data relied upon by 
Authority were disclosed in the general/confidential disclosure. Authority notes 
that the petitioner/exporter did not cooperate during the exporter verification visit 
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by the investigating team, to get its costing data verified, domestic sales data 
verified, exports sale data verified. The petitioner/exporter also did not provide 
any data for carrying out adjustments on the domestic or exports sales. These 
adjustments were made on the basis of facts available vide Rule 6(8) of Anti 
Dumping Rules. 

Mere mention of the different prices and figures of adjustment at the stage 
of response to the disclosure statement without substantiating any of the claims 
does not clarify any of the points Authority has raised during the course of the 
investigation. 

6.A. VIEWS OF DOMESTIC INDUSTRY BEFORE DISCLOSURE 


i) DGCIS data does not reflect the true and complete picture as it 
includes EPDM based compounds and synthetic rubber. The 
secondary data source of M/s IBIS is more accurate. However, it 
includes data from Mumbai (excluding Nhavasheva and Kandla), 
Chennai, Calcutta, Visakhatapatnam and Mangalore only. 

ii) There have been imports from Korea above the de minimus 
threshold. 

iii) Prices from Korea recently increased with increase in raw material 
costs and partly in anticipation of the review. 

iv) Domestic industry has been operating below capacity primarily 
because of the difficulty in procuring raw materials from M/s 
IPCL. However, the situation has improved considerably 
consequent upon privatisation of M/s IPCL. 

v ) Korea had a. history of dumping of sue 7 ;, products and a temporary 
abstinence cannot be translated to tnean that there is no injury to 
the domestic industry. 

vi) Domestic industry has sufficient capacity and capability to meet 
the domestic demand. In addition, non dumped imports from 
several other sources ensure unhindered supply of EPDM to the 
consuming industry. 

vii) The basis of initiation remains faulty as contrary to what is being 
portrayed by the exporter, there has been continuous export from 
Korea well above the de minimus levels. 

viii) Indexed non confidential information has not been filed by the 
exporter/importer. 

ix) Anti dumping duty is manufacturer specific irrespective of the 
exporting arrangements of the manufacturer. 

x) Injury parameters are to be considered country specific and not 
exporters specific. 

xi) Exports above non injurious price is no proof that there is no, 
injury or threat of injury, in the post POI period. 
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xii) The working and rationale of the variable duty presented by M/s 
KPC is fallacious and the present rationale of DA has been held 
firm by Hon’ble CEGAT in several cases. 

xiii) Denomination of duties in dollar terms is a settled law in India by 
the Hon’ble CEGAT 

xiv) No preliminary finding can be issued in case of mid term review. 

xv) The reduction of customs duty in a reference p rice b ased o n t he 
NIP is just and appropriate. 

xvi) A quality and grades of EPDM are substitutable. Each and every 
manufacturer of EPDM can duplicate the recipes to produce 
interchangeably u sable EPDM. However, it is nature of the user 
industry to approve manufacturer specific recipe. 

xvii) The domestic industry has provided adequate evidence to the 
Authority on the improvement in its performance, including its 
ability to perform. Hence there is no self inflicted injury. Injury or 
threat thereof is directly attributable to the dumping or threat 
thereof from Korea. 

xviii) All major users of the product (All India Rubber Industries 
Association) have been satisfied with the availability of the 
product and over 70% of the market has strong reliance on the 
domestic EPDM. 

xix) No manufacturer of EPDM make identical grades and no grade is 
“special” in its use. The compound could be tailor made to suit the 
enduses in automobiles applications. Over 150 grades of EPDM 
being available in the global market is evidence to this aspect. 

' xx) Export made by UIL have not been at distressed prices and have 
been made at competitive prices. It is a settled law that prices at 
which exports are made by the petitioners are not germane to the 
determination of the issues in anti dumping. 

xxi) The electricity consumption norms by the domestic'industry are 
better than the guarantee norms given by the collaborators M/s. 
Uniroyal Chemical Company. 

xxii) M/s ANCO has a regular consumption record of Herlene grades 
manufactured by UIL. 

xxiii) The exclusion of any grade from the purview of anti dumping duty 
is incorrect since EPDM are not graded by international 
convention, unlike other commodity rubbers such as SBR, NR, 
PBR etc. Over 150 grades of EPDM are available internationally, 
each manufacturer have their own alpha numeric series and 
revising their grade baskets frequently. It is apprehended that 
selective grade wise imposition of ADD would lead to 
circumvention of duty payment by merely changing the grades 
names/numbers. 

xxiv) In this case manufacturer M/s KPC of KEP brand of EPDM, is the 
same as the party giving the product, toll manufactured, to the 
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exporting company who in turn is a significant shareholder in 
KPC. 

xxv) Injury could be found on anyone or more of the indices specified in 
Annexure II of the Anti Dumping Rules. In the present case there 
is clearly injury on price effect (price under cutting and price under 
selling). 

It was concluded that the duties be allowed to run its course of 5 years as 
mandated in the Acts and Rules and be sufficiently enhanced to reflect the 
decrease in Customs Duty. 


6.B. Views of Domestic Industry after disclosure statement was issued : 

“Assessment of Dumping - Methodology and Parameters 

(i) Normal Value : The Exporters have despite all available opportunities as 
contemplated under Rule 6(4) deliberately failed to furnish information before or 
even during the verification. The provisions of Rule 6(8) squarely applies in the 
present case and in view of the conduct of the exporters, the Hon’ble Designated 
Authority has rightly proceeded on the basis of information furnished by the 
Domestic Industry.”. 

1. “It is reiterated that fair and non dumped imports are still available freely in the 
market. Dumping distorts free trade rather than benefiting the market. 

2. Furthermore, one cannot ignore “the price effect”, the dumped imports are having 
in the market. The fact is that Domestic Industry is confronted with and asked to 
match the unrealistically low prices of the dumped imports. 

3. The Domestic Industry has put on record and the Hon’ble Designated Authority 

has verified all relevant parameters of injury and casual link and has concluded 
that the Domestic Industry has suffered material injury which i s c aused by the 
dumping, thus warranting the imposition of Anti Dumping Duties. “. 


“It is submitted that the reduction of customs duty in a reference price based on 
the NIP is just and appropriate. The Reference price is established on the basis on what 
the Domestic Industry should have as a fair and reasonable return. Clearly reduction in 
the Customs Duty has the effect of eroding what the Hon’ble Designated Authority has 
recommended as a fair and reasonable return for the Domestic Industry.”. 

“The exporter seeks to have the duty reduced on the basis that variable duty is 
redundant since the Customs Duty has declined. It is respectfully submitted that the duty 
should be increased rather than decreased as a consequence of the-Customs Duty having 
come down. The variable duty is fixed on the basis of either the normal value of the 
exporter or the non injurious price to the Domestic Industry, neither of which have any 
bearing to the Customs Duty.”. 
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“The Hon’ble Designated Authority has powers to impose duties equal to the 
dumping margin or less as mandated under Section 4(1 )(d) of the Anti Dumping Rules. 


“Accordingly it is requested that the duties be imposed equal to the dumping 
margin.”. 


7. Issue raised by petitioner (exporter) on public hearing by DA personally. 

With respect to comments of the exporter “This disclosure of essential facts have 
been made on behalf of Mr. Sen Gupta the new Designated Authority who was not 
present at the public hearing held <?n 24 th June 2003 and as such the new DA is not 
conversant with the arguments presented at that hearing. The proceedings being a quasi¬ 
judicial one, it is submitted that it is settled law that the one who hears the matter must 
pass the order and no other person can pass any order without hearing both sides. This 
being the c ase, it is our submission that the disclosure of e ssential facts i s improperly 
done and the new DA is not personally conversant with the facts of the case. Authority 
holds that: 


a) The Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping 
Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, does not 
specify any such prerequisite for the proceedings to be termed complete {Rule 

6(6) 1 }. . . J , 

b) The investigations are time bound investigations and are staggered over a penoa 
of around one year following the prescribed procedure as stated in the Rules. 
These Rules provide for all submissions to be made in writing only. 

c) Apart from the clear rule position stated in Rule 6(6) of Anti Dumping Rules, 
explicit mention is made by DA to the participants before and during the public 
hearing of written submissions to be made by the interested parties for all oral 
submissions to be taken cognizance of. 

Since written submissions made by all the interested parties in response to the 

public hearing as well as subsequent to the disclosure are being considered for there 
findings, the Authority does not consider it necessary to give a fresh public hearing as 
the investigations are time bound. 

8. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION ' 

The product under consideration in the present review is EPDM/EPM 
originating in or exported from Korea with the detailed description of the product 
as illustrated in Para C of the Final Findings. The product descnption is 


1 « The Designated Authority may allow an interested party or its representative to present the mforratKm 
relevant to the investigation orally but such oral information shall be taken into consideration by the 
designated authority only when it is subsequently reproduced in writing.” 
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irrespective of the brand name of the product in which it is marketed by the 
producer/exporters. 


It has been argued that the product under consideration has not been 
identified under the Rules governing these investigations. 

It has also been argued that the petitioner has filed complaint only in the 
bale form while M/s KPC produced EPDM/EPM of all forms. 

The Authority recalls the findings made in the Preliminary Findings under 
Para C(l) and notes that in the initiation notification dated 27.8.99 initiated 
investigations for EPDM and EPM classified under Custom Head 4002.70 and 
4002.99 respectively covering all forms under these Heads. The authority 
reiterates that the investigation covers all forms of EPDM/EPM classified under 
the heads 4002.70 and 4002.99. 

The Authority holds that the product under Consideration in the present 
investigations is EPM and EPDM rubber of all forms/grades/purities. EPDM 
rubber is classified under custom sub-heading 4002.70 of Schedule 1 of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975. EPDM is further classified under sub-heading no. 
4002.70.09 under the Harmonized International Trade classification system and is 
different from polybutadiene classified under ITC sub-heading no. 4002.70.01. 
EPM is classified under 4002.99. “ 


The Authority retained the scope of product under consideration as in the 
original investigation and limited itself only to the issue of the need for continued 
imposition of the anti dumping duty as envisaged in Rule 23(1) such that 

cessation of such duty does not lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and 
injury. 

8.A. USES OF EPDM 

EPDM is primarily used : 

• as a blend with Butyl rubber in tyre tubes for imparting ozone resistance as . 
well as reducing cost 

• in automotive extruded and moulded components (sealing strips, hoses etc) 
for ozone resistance and temperature resistance 

• in roof sheetings/pond liners etc as a water impermeable membrane 

• in low/medium voltage cables where bendability and ozone resistance are 
required 

• in engine oils as a viscosity index improver 

• in heat resistant conveyor belts 


8.B. EPDM Manufacturing Process 
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MM ^ <Nh^( : 3MMMT 


* Solution polymerisation using Zieglar-Natta catalyst systems and Metallocene 
catalyst process 


9. LIKE ARTICLE 

Vide Rule 2(d) of Anti Dumping Rules “like article” means an article 
which is identical or alike in all respects to the article under investigation for 
being dumped in India or in the absence of such an article, another article which 
although not alike in all respects, has characteristics closely resembling those of 
the articles under investigation;” 

In the original investigation Authority dealt at length with the issue of like 

article: 


“In order to examine whether EPDM rubber produced by the domestic 
industry is a Like Article to the EPDM exported from Korea RP characteristics 
such as physical characteristics (size, chemical composition, raw material) 
manufacturing process and technology, functions and uses, product specifications, 
pricing, distribution and marketing and tariff classification of the goods have been 
considered. 


It has been argued by other interested parties that EPM and EPDM grades 
are neither Like Articles, nor interchangeable nor substitutable. Also that physical 
forms of the grades are different and distinct. The authority further notes that the 
difference in grades and their forms of EPDM has been pointed with respect to 
technology and end use. It has been argued that out of the four grades exported by 
M/s ECIS only two grades viz. Vistalon 2504 and 5 730 are similar to the M/s 
HUL’s ENB based grades. Further the process design of exporters’ and 
petitioner’s grades vary and also the prices of EPM/EPDM grades vary depending 
on the diene and terpolymer content. The Authority has considered these 
attributes while examining the issue of Like Article with reference to various 
grades of EPDM produced by the petitioner and those imported from the subject 
country.. The authority holds that the EPDM from Korea RP and goods produced 
the petitioner have characteristics closely resembling each other and are 
technically and commercially substitutable. The Authority reiterates its findings 
of the Preliminary Findings that the EPDM produced by the domestic industry are 
a article to EPDM exported from Korea RP within the meaning of the Rule 2(d). 


As regards, EPM, the Authority notes that these are different class of 
ploymers and are not interchangeable with EPDM. The two are also classified 
under different custom head. The Authority holds that EPM and EPDM are 
distinct class of polymers. Since no exports of EPM are evidenced either on the 
basis of response of exporters, importers and information furnished by the 
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petitioners, the issue of like article of EPM exported from the subject country and 
that produced by the domestic industry cannot be examined since the petitioner 
also has not been able to substantiate any imports of EPM in the POI, the 
authority holds the imports as deminimus. 


It has also been argued that EPDM and butyl rubber are interchangeable 
and that 10% to 15%' of EPDM can be used for the manufactured of butyl rubber 
based tubes for tyres. 


The authority has considered the above argument and holds that both butyl 
rubber and EPDM are classified under different custom heads and have usage of 
complementing type and not of substituting or interchangeable nature. The 
Authority, therefore, considers EPDM exported by Korea RP and as classified 
under custom head 4002.70.09 and EPDM produced by domestic industry as Like 
Article within the meaning of the Rule 2(d).” 

The Authority retained the scope of like article i.e. EPDM irrespective of 
the different brands of the same product produced by different producers globally 
as in the original investigation and limited itself only to the issue of the need for 
continued imposition of the anti dumping duty as envisaged in Rule 23(1) such 
that cessation of such duty does not lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping 
and injury. 


10. Domestic Industry 

The Original finding read: 

“The petition has been filed by M/s Herdillia Unimers Ltd. (HUL) on 
behalf of domestic industry. There is no dispute on standing as there is no other 
producer of EPDM rubber in India. The petitioner, therefore, satisfies The standing 
to file the present petition and constitutes domestic industry in accordance with 
Rule 2(b) supra” 

Subsequent to the Scheme of De merger of M/s HUL; M/s Unimers India 
Limited became the only manufacturer of EPDM in India, Authority considered 
M/s Unimers India Limited, as the sole domestic Industry under Rule 2(b) of the 
Anti Dumping Rules. 

11. Assessment of dumping - Methodology and Parameters 

Normal value in relation to an article implies 
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(a) Comparable price, in ordinary course of trade, for the like 
article when meant for consumption in the exporting country or 
territory. 

(b) When there are no sale of the like articles in the ordinary 
course of trade in the domestic market of the exporting country or 
territory, or because of the particular market situation or low 
volume of the sales in the domestic market, of the exporting 
country or territory, such sales do not permit a proper comparison, 

• the normal valuj; shall be either 

(a) Comparable representative price# of the like article when 
• exported from the exporting country or territory to an 

appropriate third country, or 

• # 

(b) The cost of production of the subject goods in the country 
of origin along with reasonable addition for the 
administrative, selling and general costs and for profits, as 
determined in accordance w ith the rules made under sub 
section (6) 

* 

Provided that in the case of imports of the article from a country other tha> 
the of origin and where the article has been merely transshipped 

through the country of export or such article is not produced in the eouiv . 
of export or there is no comparable price in the country of export, the 
normal value shall be determined with reference to its price in th count tv 
of origin. 

The Authority sent questionnaires to all the known exporters for 
the purpose of determination of normal value in accordance with section 

with 9 A( 1 )(c) of the Custom Tariff Act. 

11. A. Normal Value 

On an invitation from M/s KPC a team of officers visited the 
Corporate Office and the plant site of M/s KPC . Discussions on the 
Annual accounts of the company (M/s KPC) were held with the audit team 
members of Price Waterhouse and Coopers who had conducted audit of 
the company for the POL It was learnt that KPC is the sole manufacturers 
of EPDM in Korea RP. M/s KPC is a joint venture between M/s. KKPC, 
M/s. ECIS and M/s. JSR of Japan. There is no restriction on JSR or Exxon 
to sell their EPDM brands whether of Korean origin or of any other origin 
in the Korean market. The Vistalon brand of EPDM for export from 
KOREA by Exxon Mobil Chemical Asia Pacific (EMCAP) is 
manufactured solely by M/s KPC. EPM/EPDM and KEP/Vistalon brands 
of E PDM a re m anufactured from t he s ame m anufacturing f acility with 
combined capacity of **** MT per year. There is no material difference 
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between the two brands KEP and Vistalon produced by M/s KPC in terms 
of production facility used, production technology used, catalyst used, raw 
material used and category of end use. Various brands and grades of 
EPDM are available internationally and each manufacturer coins its own 
nomenclature for commercial purposes. 

For the POI: 

i) Total production of EPM/EPDM was **** MT 

ii) KEP brand export to countries other than India was **** MT 

iii) Vistalon Export quantity to EMCAP was ***% f MT 

iv) Vistalon Export quantity to JSR and KKPC was ****MT. 

v) Domestic Sale quantity was **** MT 

The exporter produces EPM and EPDM in the same overall installed 
capacity of ****MT per annum. Depending upon the demand 6f the two they 
determine their production schedule and produce EPM and EPDM accordingly. 
The exporter has made a single cost of production for both the products. They 
were asked by the verification team to give separate calculation of Cost of 
Production for the two as EPDM requires some additional material namely Diene 
which EPM does not require and production time also varies between the two. 
The exporter contended that they treat the two as same and had not provided the 
separate Cost of production. 

During the course of verification the exporter was asked to explain their 
Accounting Policies and the basis of calculation of production costs which could 
not be explained suitably by M/s KPC. As regards verification of cost 
computation the exporter did not produce the supporting documents on grounds of 
confidentiality. The verification team explained the exporter/producer that 
submission/producing supporting documents before the verification team is a 
requirement under Anti -dumping Rules and any information given to the DGAD 
marked ‘confidential’ are maintained confidential. However, exporter/producer 
preferred not to provide sufficient data/documents to conduct a meaningful 
verification. It has been observed that the cost of production as computed in 
Appendix 8 is not correctly flowing from their data submitted in Appendix 7. The 
company failed to provide relevant data as regards consumption of Raw materials, 
utilities etc. As regards the cost data as provided in Appendix 7 & 8 ,the exporter 
was asked to show the original records. M/s KPC claimed that these are 
confidential in nature and could not be shown to the verification team. They 
produced only partial documents for verification. Based on the same partial 
information the verification team is unable to determine the correct cost of 
production of the subject product and draw conclusions on the ordinary course of 
trade. 


Data relating to N ormal V alue and e xport p rice t o India could n ot b e 
verified as the company claimed confidentiality on price information pertaining to 
sale in the Domestic market, sale price to the countries other than India and sale 
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price to M/s Exxon for exports to India. Exporter also failed to provide its 
agreement of sales with M/s Exxon. 

Rule 6(8) of the Anti Dumping Rules state that: 

“In a case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does 
not provided necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly 
impedes the investigation, the designated authority may record its findings on the 
basis of the facts available to it and make such recommendations to the Central 
Government as it deems fit under such circumstances.” 


The authority, therefore, in view of non-substantiation of the claims of the 
exporters’ arguments and the fact that the cost of production of the subject goods 
and the domestic sale price has not been made available by the exporter thus not 
permitting the Authority to apply the ordinary course of Jfrsade t est, p roposes t o 
construct the normal value of the exporter/producer on the basis of the sale price, 
with appropriate adjustments, on the facts available vide Rule 6(8) of the Anti 
Dumping Rules. The Authority determined the Normal Value as US $ ***** 
per/MT. 


ll.B. Export price 


The Authority has referenced the export price on the export sale price with 
adjustments on packaging, inland, freight, storage, ocean freight, ocean insurance 
and commission from the facts available, vide Rule 6(8) of the Anti Dumping 
Rules, for the subject goods during the period of investigation. The authority in 
view of this determined the export’s price as US$ *****per/MT. 

No other producer/exporter cooperated and submitted response to 
questionnaire issued by the Authority 


1 l.C. DUMPING MARGIN: 

In spite of the claims of M/s KPC (exporter/petitioner) of having not 
exported the subject goods, the Authority found from the verification visit & 
DGCIS data that there have been exports of EPDM during POI from Korea RP. 

Subject goods were exported from Korea RP during POI. Subject goods 
were manufactured by M/s KPC and prepai ed for exports to India. 
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Country 

Korea RP 

Normal Value 

***** 

Export Price 

***** 

Dumping Margin 

7.31% 


12. Assessment of Injury 


PARTICULARS 


TOTAL DOMESTIC INDUSTRY (All figures are indexed 


YEAR I 


1999-2000 


100.00 


10,000 


QTY. 


IMPORTS 24 67 

FROM 

THE SUBJECT 
COUNTRY 


IMPORTS 

FROM 

THE OTHER 
COUNTRIES 


TOTAL 

IMPORTS 


INSTALLED 
CAPACITY 
in MT 


PRODUCTION 100.00 
in MT 


100.00 


INDEGENOUS 100 00 
SALE 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 


COST OF 1 100.00 
SALES 


VALUE 


22.40 


YEAR ii 


2000 - 2001 


QTY 



EXPORT SALE 


OPENING 

STOCK 


CLOSING 

STOCK 


PROFIT/LOSS 


INVESTMENTS 



100.00 

103.88 

111.51 

87.7 

99.5 

100.00 

7.50 

9.06 

40.3 

15.05 

100.00 

48.92 

63.46 

30.4 

41.47 

100.00 

93.21 

98.02 

117.2 

99.4 , 

100.00 

87.88 

97.79 

119.71 

129.73 



ANY OTHER 
FACTOR 
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During this review authority was required to determine the need for 
continued imposition of anti dumping duty in view of the changed circumstances 
under Rule 23 of the Anti Dumping Rules. 

The Authority c onsidered all the arguments of various interested p arties 
for examination of injury to the domestic industry. The Authority considered the 
parameters indicated in the table above while examining the continued injury to 
the domestic industry. From M/s KPC’s own submission it is evident that 
Vistallon brand which was exported to India was produced by M/s KPC and that 
M/s KPC is the sole producer of EPDM in Korea. 

EPDM exported from KoreaRP attracted antidumping duty from 19 th May 
2000 onwards. 

EPDM exports from Japan attracted antidumping duty vide notification 
no.l6/l/98-DGAD dated 14 th May 1999. The various recommendations of 
Designated Authority including the duty ( converted from rupee denomination to 
USD) was upheld by CEGAT vide final order No.29-30/2000-AD dated 9-2- 
2000 . 

The duty was levied on a reference price of 

1. USD 2819.16/MT forM/sJSR 

2. USD 2933.47 /MT for M/s DSM 

3. USD 2933.47 /MT for other exporters 

M/s JSR incidentally is one of the major share holders of M/s KPC along 
with M/s KKPC and M/s Exxon, 

While exports from Japan remained the highest amongst all the 
exports. Since provisional duty was imposed in the aforementioned case 
on 24.12.98 exports from Korea increased till antidumping duty was 
imposed in the original antidumping investigation pertaining to Korea RP. 
Imports of EPDM from Japan effectively land at values almost 1 5 % above 
the reference price ( US$2445) in force from imports from Korea RP. 

The Authority a nalyzed the e xisting i njury t o t he D omestic Industry 
and likelihood of injury in the context of the continued dumping o f the 
subject goods from Korea RP which already attracted antidumping duty, 
in the following context: 
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1. Production and Capacity Utilisation (%): 

The production and consequently the capacity utilization of the Domestic 
Industry has been consistently falling. 

Domestic industry could not utilize its full capacity because of the dumped 
imports being made available to its regular customer. 

2. Indigenous Sales: 

The indigenous sales of the Domestic Industry have fallen from the 
previous year levels and could not reach the desired due to continuous dumped 
imports at lower prices even after absorption of the antidumping duty. In view of 
the large and continuous availability o f dumped imports in the market from the 
subject country, the domestic industry is unable to retain its customers and the 
i rdustry was prevented from recovering the fair price of its product. 

3. Selling Price: 

The Domestic Industry is forced to sell in its home market at prices 
lower than fair selling price. 

4. Stocks: 

There is decline in the indigenous sales from the expected levels which has 
resulted in piling up of closing stock blocking up funds and thereby derailing the 
working capital cycle. 

Also due to the slow movement of stocks, there has been a consistent fall in 
the production and capacity utilisation resulting in increase in the cost of 
production of the goods due to absorption of die overheads over reduced number 
of units produced. 

5. Cost of Sales: 

The Domestic Industry has been incurring consistent losses. Though the 
loss per MT came down which was largely due to the internal efficiencies and 
efforts to minimize losses, the Domestic Industry still suffers material injury due to 
the dumped imports. 

6. Price suppression/depression: 

*■ 

The landed value of the imports from Korea RP is below the non-injurious 
price of the Domestic Industry resulting in price suppression/ depression. 


7. 


Losses : 
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Due to the dumped imports from subject country and the inability to 
compete in the current state of the market, the Petitioners have incurred a loss 
during the Period of Investigation as indicated from the above table. The losses 
have been reduced largely due to the internal efficiency efforts of the company 
and streamling the raw material availability. 

8 . Employment (Manpower strength): 

f 

\ ■ : 

The employment levels of the Domestic Industry have come down 
substantially during the Period of Investigation. The Domestic Industry has been 
forced to reduce its manpower strength due to the uncertainty and large supplies 
of the dumped imports into the market. 

9. Market Share (%): 

The market share of the Domestic Industry has reduced during 2001- 
2002. It is a fact that there is antidumping in force on imports of subject goods 
from Korea, due to this there has been shift in the market sources. It is therefore a 
constant threat of the dumped imports, which is evident from the table above. 

It is also worth noting that the market size is shrinking temporarily and 
within that the market share of the petitioner is reducing inspite of antidumping 
protection in force and continuous dumped imports from Korea. Imports from 
countries other than subject country either has been above the non injurious price 
or of cheaper forms of foam EPDM, but for Japan on which anti dumping 
measures are already in force or deminimus on a volume basis.. 

10. Significant injury margin and its effects: 

The imports are at prices significantly below the selling price of the 
Domestic Industry and the non injurious price, the injury margin from Korea RP 
is apparent. It has also resulted in, very slow and tedious process of decision 
making in investing, threat of eroding the net worth and insufficient resources for 
expansion. 

11. Price under selling and price undercutting 

It was observed that there were several instances when domestic industry 
lost its customers because of dumped imports from Korea RP . Subject goods were 
sold in the domestic market in a price range of 37% depending on the availability 
of the dumped imports. Price underselling has forced the domestic industry to sell 
subject goods at times a t p rice 1 ower than t he f air s elling p rice and t he t anded 
value of the subject goods. 

12. Networth and return on investment of the company has increased 
essentially as a result of the scheme of demerger from erstwhile M/s HUL and 
rescheduling of assets and liabilities . However cashflow has suffered due to 
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blocking of capital in the form of increasing closing stocks and strained working 
capital. 

Injury margin was computed on the basis of customs duty prevalent during 
the period of investigation. During the same period of investigation all parameters 
considered for computation of Dumping Margin, Landed Value and NIP in 
accordance with Rules 6, 10 and 11 of Anti Dumping Rules. The period of 
investigation selected was in close proximity of the date of initiation and in 
accordance with the practice of the Designated Authority. 

13. Landed Value 

The landed value has been determined for the subject goods after adding 
to the weighted average ci.f. price the applicable level of customs duties (except 
duties levied under Section 3, 3 (A), 8B, 9, 9(A) and 1% towards landing charges. 

For the different customs duty applicable during period of investigation weighted 
average of the subject goods imported was considered. 

14. Non-Injurious price 

While determining the non-injurious price for the like articles for the 
domestic industry, the Authority has used the actual verified cost of production of 
the subject g oods for t he p eriod o f i nvestigation t o d etermine o ptimum c ost o f 
production for the domestic industry taking into account the normated best 
consumption norms of the domestic industry and the actual price of the raw 
materials which are consumed for the production of the subject goods during the 
period of investigation. For calculation of injury margin, the authority compared 
the weighted average ex-factory non-injurious price of the subject goods 
determined for the period of investigations with the landed value of imported 
goods. 

15. Duty upto dumping margin: 

The Authority recommends the amount of anti-dumping duty equal to the 
margin of dumping or less, which if levied, would remove the injury to the 
domestic industry. 

16. INTEREST OF INDIAN INDUSTRY AND OTHER ISSUES 

In India the demand pattern is distributed as under : 

• Tyre Tubes — 42% 

• Automotive - 48% 

• Others - 10% 
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The auto industry (directly and indirectly), is the dominant influencer of EPDM 
demand in India. Demand from Construction industry is almost nil. 

International demand are as follows : 


• Automotive - 37% 

• Plastic Modification - 16% 

• Construction -15% 

• Technical Article -13% 

• Cable - 9% 

• Oil additives - 6% 

• Tyres - 4% 


i) The Authority holds that the purpose of anti-dumping duties, in general, is to 
eliminate dumping which is causing injury to the domestic industry and to re¬ 
establish a situation of open and fair competition in the Indian market, which is in 
the general interest of the country. 

ii) The Authority also recognizes that the imposition of anti-dumping duties might 
affect the price levels of the products manufactured using subject goods and 
consequently might have some influence on relative competitiveness of these 
products. However, fair competition on the Indian market will not be reduced by 
the anti-dumping measures. On the contrary it will help maintain availability of 
wider choice to the consumers of subject goods at fair prices. Anti Dumping 
Duties are levied, in order to arrest dumping which causes injury to domestic 
industry and to re-establish a situation of open and fair competition m the 
domestic market. It aims to redress the unfair advantages gained by dumping 
practices and prevent the decline of the domestic industry. Imposition of such 
duties would not restrict imports from the subject countries nor would they affect 
the availability of the product to the consumers. Normally, fair competition on the 
Indian market is not reduced by the anti dumping measures, particularly if the 
levy of the anti dumping duty is restricted to an amount necessary to redress the 
injury to the domestic industry, as and when subject goods are exported at 
dumped prices from subject countries. 


iii) The Authority notes that the imposition of anti-dumping measures would not 
restrict imports from Korea RP in any way, and, therefore would not affect the 
availability of the product to the consumers. The Authority in an Anti Dumping 
investigation is required to establish the presence of dumping, material injury to 
the industry and the causal link of such injury from imports from the subject 

country. 
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CONCLUSION 


It is seen, after considering the foregoing that: 


The subject goods originating in or exported from the subject country have been 
exported to India below Normal Value, resulting in dumping. 

The present review investigation had been initiated at the request of the exporter. 
During tins review authority was required to determine the need for continued 
imposition of anti dumping duty in view of the changed circumstances. 

The Authority found that in spite of anti dumping duty in force subject goods have 
been exported to India from subject countries at dumped prices. 

The domestic industry continues to suffer injury. The withdrawal of anti dumping 
auty will lead to intensified dumping and increased injury. 

Therefore, it is considered necessary to continue definitive antidumping duty on 
imports of subject goods originating in or exported fiom the subject country. 

The Authority recommends imposition of definitive anti-dumping duties on all 
imports of EPDM originating in or exported from Korea RP. The anti-dumping 

perMT* 11 ^ ** difference between US$ 24185 ^ landed price of imports 


It is considered to recommend the amount of anti-dumping duty equal to the 
margin of dumping or lower so as to remove the injury to the domestic industry 
accrued on account of dumping. Accordingly, it is proposed that definitive anti- 
dumpmg duties equal to the difference between the amount of Column 9 of the 
1 able below and the landed value of subject goods in USS/MT be imposed by the 
Central Government, on all imports of subject goods originating in or exported 
from subject country under Chapter 4002 of the Customs Tariff Act 
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SI. 

No 

Sub¬ 

heading 

Description 

of goods 

Specification 

Country 

of origin 

Country 
of export 

Producer 

Exporter 

Amt of 

Duty = 

Reference 

Price 

(indicated 

below) less 

Landed 

Value 

(USD/MT) 

(D 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

1 . 

400270 

EPDM 

Ethylene 

propylene 

Dlerie Rubber 

* 

Korea 

RP 

Korea 

RP 

M/s ■ 

Kumho 

Poiychem 

Co. Ltd. 

(M/s KPC) 

M/s KPC 

2418.5 

2. 

4002.70 

EPDM 

Ethylene 

propylene 

Diene Rubber 

Korea 

RP 

Korea 

RP 

M/s KPC 

Any other 

except M/s 

KPC 

2418.5 

3. 

4002.70 

EPDM 

Ethylene 

propylene 

Diene Rubber 

mm 

Korea 

RP 

Any other 

except 

M/s KPC 

M/s KPC 

2418.5 

4. 

4002.70 

EPDM 

Ethylene 

propylene 

Diene Rubber 

Any 

other 

except 

Korea 

RP 

Korea 

RP 

Any producer 

Any exporter 

2418.5 

5. 

4002.70 

EPDM 

Ethylene 

propylene 

Diene Rubber 

Korea 

RP 

Any 

other 

except 

Korea 

RP 

Any producer 

Any exporter 

2418.5 


g) An appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs, Excise and Service Tax 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act supra. 

h) An application for review under Section 9(A) (5) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 
may be filed six months before expiry of the definitive duties. 

ABHIJIT SENGUPTA, Designated Authority 
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